IN THE END, YOU WILL NOT HAVE DONE, WHAT YOU 
DID NOT DO! 


, For always in thine eyes, O Liberty! 
Shines that high light whereby the world is saved; 
And though thou slay us, we will trust in thee.“ 
John Hay 


In abolishing rent and interest, the last vestiges of old-time 
slavery, the Revolution abolishes at one stroke the sword of the 
executioner, the seal of the magistrate, the club of the 
policeman, the gauge of the exciseman, the erasing-knife of the 
department clerk, all those insignia of Politics, which young 
Liberty grinds beneath her heel. “' 

Proudhon 


1 Retrieved on 27th January 2022 from http://fair-use.org and https://archi- 
ve.org This is a complete electronic transcription of the second edition (1897) 
of Instead Of A Book, By A Man Too Busy To Write One by Benjamin 
Tucker, a self-published collection of Tucker’s writings from the individu- 
alist anarchist periodical Liberty. 

URL: https://theanarchistlibrary.org/library/benjamin-tucker-instead-of-a-book 
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* Illinois Rockford, born in 1972 in East Germany, studied philo- 
sophy, latin philology, ancient history, medicine and mathema- 
tics in West Germany. As a critic of the mainstream, he takes a 
very subtle approach in his publications and consistently explo- 
res the limits of what can be said. 


"Ingrede iter periculosum philosophi absoluti! Obice visiones 
tui periculo controversitatis! Infer opinionem tui et nota gerro- 
nis non time, enim macula conformitatis pessima est! Defende 
audaciter atque in rogationibus principiorum persuasiones tui, 
etiamsi ingens impensus sit!" 

Thomas J. Watson Sr. 


2 Model: https://pixabay.com/de/users/vika_glitter-63 14823/ 
3 Follow the path of the unsafe, independent thinker. Expose your ideas to 


the danger of controversy. Speak your mind and fear less the label of ‘crack - 
pot’ than the stigma of conformity. And on issues that seem important to you, 
stand up and be counted at any cost. 
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INTRODUCTION 

The declared aim of this definition theory is to enable non-aca- 
demics and those, who haven't experience in this field to acquire 
knowledge independently without academic education and to 
critically assess such academic knowledge. The basis of any 
knowledge is the definition. The dilemma and problem of to- 
day's science is the consensus gentium (agreement among scien- 
tists) also known as the Gettier-problem. Knowledge does not 
become true through consensus, but through consistency, which 
is ultimately a question of (formal) logic, which in turn is (al- 
most) a own science, to which historians, lawyers, linguists... 
also have only rudimentary knowledge of. Jeremies Vasil ac- 
cepts no scientific consensus, but only facts, that are proven by 
methods of formal logic, argumentation and philosophical per- 
ception theory, as well as mathematical methods on the basis of 
infallible, one hundred percent proven premises. 


Right at the beginning, the author asks the question, how to 
stand out or mark up a reference system or language, in which 
terms are ultimately defined and theories are tested. Einstein de- 
clared in his theory of relativity that this was impossible in his 
opinion, but Jeremies Vasil proves him wrong. Language and 
grammar are inextricably linked to knowledge and objectivity. 
In this publication, the only basis of knowledge are infallible de- 
finitions, which makes infallible syllogisms and conclusions 
possible, because if the basis (1+1=2) of the conclusion 1+2=3 
cannot be proven in the last resort, a certain degree of uncertain- 
ty always remains. Jeremies Vasil characterizes Latin as a scien- 
tific language and justifies this as follows: The German term Tri- 
angle (Dreieck) could be defined as: ,, Figure of the surface with 
one hundred and eighty degrees sum of angles. “ The Latin equi- 
valent, however, would be a circular definition, because: Tri-an- 
gulus (triangle)! Thus, in Latin, the terms three and angle in any 
form (declined, inflected, as composites...) are forbidden in the 
definitio. However, this theory of terms and definitions cannot 


replace, extend or introduce in philosophy, mathematics or logic. 
A certain basic knowledge of these fields must simply be assu- 
med or should be acquired during the study of this theory of de- 
finition. The author doesn't have any respect of emotions, irrati- 
onalities or contradictions, neither in the scientific enterprise nor 
in daily madness, but shows them relentlessly and radically, 
even with an occasionally very clear and offensive linguistic art 
of expression. 
Verifiability: The definition theory is a formal-logical theory. 
This means that verification is only possible by means of logic 
and argumentation theory. In logic, there are no two perspecti- 
ves, because a sentence and its negation cannot be true at the 
same time. . 

— Theorem of contradiction - 
From page 341 onwards you will find the deterministic, topolo- 
gical proof of God, the verification of which is formally and em- 
pirically is only possible, however, if one has the appropriate 
specialist knowledge. For the individual who is not familiar with 
the subject, whether an academic or not, it is only possible to 
check that there is no contradiction, because whether there is an- 
other way of calculating the right angle cannot be checked by 
the individual. 
Since the author develops a philosophy of grammar on algebra 
and links this to the philosophy of mathematics, the author's co- 
gnitions cannot be understood without a firm grasp of grammar 
and mathematics and are difficult to access. 
In addition, advanced medical knowledge is expected when cal- 
culating the immune system in the middle section of this publi- 
cation. It should be noted that this general scientific publication, 
which is aimed at the general public, may not expected to be too 
formal and detailed. 
In addition, both specialist journals and Wikipedia articles and 
websites are cited and quoted in this work as the procurement 
and interpretation of specialist literature represents a insuperable 
barrier for the general public. 


The scope of this publication corresponds to that of an interdis- 
ciplinary research paper, which excludes peer review by specia- 
lists, as this is not possible as an interdisciplinary review proce- 
dure does not exist. 

The division and organization of the statements into the indivi- 
dual sub-areas could also be done differently, as this work is ex- 
tremely complex, and everything is related to everything else 
through junctors. 

The problem of science can be illustrated with the following 
doubled modus ponens: 

If determinism can be justified by genetics, the recipient (litera- 
ry scholar) is unaware of genetics, then the justification is scien- 
tific, but worthless, as the recipient does not know it. 

The following scheme is used in definition theory: 


Definiendum = _ Definiens + Definiens 
Figure of definition Definition 
(a) = (x) + (y) 


This scheme is therefore based on algebra. 


», Faber est suae quisque fortunae.“ 


4 Every man is the architect of his own fortune - Appius Claudius Caecus 
(340 v. Chr. — 273 v. Chr.) 


"Your arguments are wrong, because of all the models." 
If any argument could win the prize for exuberant stupidity it 
would be this one! I've been cultivating my rock star image for 
decades and will continue to do so, regardless of the opinion of 
so called "experts". Soon, arguments and evidence from mass 
murderers, pensioners and unemployed will no longer be valid, 
because they are mass murderers, unemployed or pensioners. 
But you are Germany! Incidentally, this is an argumentum ad 
hominem. 

Don't judge an argument by its cover, but logic! 


I 
PREDUCTION TO THE DEFINITION THEORY 
CALCULUS 1* PART 


II 
1. A meta-language is a "language about language".° 
2. The language about which a meta-language speaks is the as- 
sociated object language. 
3 Meta-language generally refers to a language about a langua- 
ge. 
4 Normally, and thus in its main meaning, metalanguage refers 
to a language about an object language in the sense of a lan- 
guage about non-linguistic objects. 
The examples below are standard examples of these main mea- 
nings. 
5 In another sense, meta-language can also be a meta-language 
about a meta-language and is then (in the case of a two-level 
meta-language) called a meta-meta-language. 
There is then a meta-meta language, a meta-language and an 
object language. 
A pure meta-language is an ideal; in practice, meta-languages 
are not pure. 
6 Meta-language is then, in a weaker sense, a language "in 
which sentences of the object language are also spoken." 
To summarize, a meta-language is a language about a langua- 
ge, which can either be an object language or a meta-language 


5 Cambridge Advanced Learner's Dictionary. Cambridge: Cambridge 
University Press. Dictionary online, van Wijngaarden, A., et al. "Language 
and metalanguage." Revised Report on the Algorithmic Language Algol 68. 
Springer, Berlin, Heidelberg, 1976. 17-35, Hofstadter, Douglas. 1980. Gédel, 
Escher, Bach: An Eternal Golden Braid. New York: Vintage Books, Harris, 
Zellig S. (1991). A theory of language and information: A mathematical ap- 
proach. Oxford: Clarendon Press. pp. 272-318, Ibid. p. 277, Borel, Félix 
Edouard Justin Emile 1928). Legons sur la theorie des fonctions (in French) 
(3 ed.). Paris: Gauthier-Villars & Cie. p. 160, Hunter, Geoffrey. 1971. Meta- 
logic: An Introduction to the Metatheory of Standard First-Order Logic. Ber- 
keley:University of California Press, Ritzer, George. 1991. Metatheorizing in 
Sociology. New York: Simon Schuster, Reddy, Michael J. 1979. The conduit 
metaphor: A case of frame conflict in our language about language. In An- 
drew Ortony (ed.), Metaphor and Thought. Cambridge: Cambridge Universi- 
ty Press. 
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itself, whereby this can be in pure form or mixed with object 
language elements.° 

I think, it's a bad deal, that you logicians believe, that you only 
need enough definitions, which are all circular and therefore ir- 
relevant also, to justify something. With all these nonsensical 
definitions, you give any logician an enjoyable and cozy right to 
exist. 

Buddies: I will not discuss this circular pseudo-scientific non- 
sense with you, unless you can prove, that you have studied La- 
tin and Ancient Greek, as no discussion is possible on any other 
basis. 


A meta-language about a language. 


Definiendum | Linking- | Predicate noun Accusative 
nominative 1“ part of the | 2 part of the de- 
definition finition 


Table 1 

I really didn't think that ACADEMICS would be able to put 
three circles into one definition-equation. That should be a case 
for the Guinness Book of Records. 

The same applies to Edmund L. Gettier: 


Table 2 

Therefore, there is a circular definition, since knowledge is to be 
defined with the opposite. The nonsensical nature of this re- 
search question can be seen from the analysis of the vulgar Latin 


6 https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Metalanguage 
7 Marc Andree Weber und Nadja-Mira Yolcu (Hrsg.), Edmund L. Gettier - 


Is Justified True Belief Knowledge? Ist gerechtfertigte, wahre Uberzeu- 
gung Wissen? Reclams Universal-Bibliothek Nr. 19577, 2019 Philipp Re- 
clam jun. Verlag GmbH. 
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inadequate terms alone. 
belief = religious 
Whoever affirm himself impotent to the vulgar Latin... 


LI 
THE TRUTH DEPENDS ON THE 
DEFINITION 
Rationale: 
Firstly, a definition per se cannot be "observed" and is therefore 
not subject to interpretation. It is therefore not be the case that 
person A claims that love = x + d and at the same time person B 
claims that love is b + z. Here at least one of the two definitions 
is wrong, possibly both. Tertium datur!® However, it will be 
proven later, that there is no knowledge and therefore also no 
definitions a priori. Immanuel Kant's findings are completely 
refuted in this book, if they had ever been valid. 
Secondly, the correctness of the content of a definition is proven 
by means of reductio ad absurdum, which will be demonstrated 
in one of the next with further examples. 
Thirdly, the question: What is it? inevitably raises the question 
of the definition. Karl Popper thus negates the clarification of 
the scientific questions: What is force? What is energy? 
What is power? What is work? What is resistance? 
PH=Wit 


Power is the amount of energy transferred or con- 
verted per unit time. ‘° 


What inspirations or non-inspirations must one have to utter 
such nonsense. Popper's entire theory of falsification is just as 


absurd as Nietzsche, Feuerbach or Hegel. 


However, this immediately raises a first problem: What is a defi- 


8 A third one is given. 
9 https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Power_ (physics) 
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nition? Criteria must therefore be established, as to what a defi- 
nition should look like. Second problem: What happens if defi- 
nition is wrong or how can I determine whether a definition is 
correct? Because it would of course be fatal, if everything is set 
up on any unproven and therefore fallible definition. What does 
a definition have to do? Well, it must determine what x is. That 
does not mean love is happiness. That is wrong, because in ma- 
thematical terms: Love (x) = happiness (y). 

Ergo wrong! Because x can never be equal to y! Semantically, 
this also means that love is a state of happiness, because a predi- 
cate noun denotes a state of the subject, an adjective a property. 
In addition, this would imply that a definition of happiness is no 
longer necessary, because love = happiness and vice versa. Thus, 
both terms cancel each other out. So we need other criteria. It 
remains to be said, that a definition must determine x. 

Let's take the vase: With the vase, we can't say: vase = pot, con- 
tainer... That's far too imprecise. So x = . Here we need some 
kind of sum. So: x = y + z. We insert the terms again: Vase (x) = 
container (y) + z. This is our definition, formulated as an equati- 
on. We can't do anything with this in philosophy, because lan- 
guage is more complex than mathematics. So we have to take a 
a look at the grammar of Latin and Ancient Greek. We note, that 
a vase (Xx) is (=) a container (y) + x Grammatically: Subject (x) = 
predicate noun (y) +z. Now we are directly at the Latin declensi- 
on. We now need an attribute to the predicate noun, because we 
have to define the predicate noun somehow. Otherwise our sub- 
ject and our predicate noun cancel each other out. The equation 
(definition) is not balanced and therefore not an equation (defi- 
nition). Since the declension in Latin and Ancient Greek is 
determined by ancient Greek/Latin terms (dative = dare, genitive 
= genus, accusative = accusare, nominative = nominare, ablative 
= ablatus...). We cannot doubt this, unless we refute the Latin 
terms in question. And the only remaining "attribute" is the geni- 
tive. This now results in the definition: subject = predicate noun 
+ genitive. But be careful: this is the minimum requirement. In 
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the speech of a Philosopher : Vase is a container for the tempora- 
ry preservation of flowers. Pot is the opposite and is used for the 
long-term preservation of plants. Colloquial: Vase is a container 
for the preservation of plants/flowers. The dative is perfectly 
correct, as many of the functions of the Latin genitive have been 
taken over by the German dative. Latin must serve as the refe- 
rence language, because, firstly, there is no other name for the 
grammatical cases and, secondly, these are defined exactly 
according to their meaning and are used consistently. This is no 
longer the case in ancient Greek. 

Just as a sum can be expanded: y + z+ g +h +b, so definitions 
can also be expanded for the sake of better understanding noun 
+ genitive + genitive + dative + accusative and so on. 


It follows that: 


In Latin, there is also the possibility of using the ablative, as 
some functions of the ablative are taken over by the ancient 
Greek genitive or dative. A more detailed explanation requires a 
much more detailed knowledge of word origins and grammar. 


LUI 
Example of the derivation of functions: 
ablatus (PPP"’ von auferre) — take away, carry away 
ablativus separationis 


ablativus originis ablativus limitationis ablativus instrumenti 
Image 3 


10 universal quantifier https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Universal_quantification 
11 A definition is the determination of the origin or ancestry of an object. 
12 Participe perfect passive. 
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genus — Descent, birth, lineage, gender, genus 
genitivus possessivus 


Genitivus qualitatis  genitivus partitivus genitivus subiectivus 


Image 3.1 

genitivus qualitatis genitivus partitivus genitivus explicativus 
The pairs of opposites are therefore: nominative — vocative, ge- 
nitive — ablative and dative — accusative. In English, we know 
indirect object (dative) and direct object (accusative). Therefore, 
when you look at English, you should realize, that something is 
wrong here. Because nominative can never be the opposite of 
genitive. And in this way, all the functions of the grammatical 
cases are unique to Latin. Because a genitivus qualitatis is in 
German a dative and in English an "of-dative". Even in Ancient 
Greek and et alia, this is not defined in any way with this unique 
consistency. Incidentally, around the year 1000 B.C. an astonis- 
hing cognitive masterpiece. 

I assume, that Latin was already spoken around 1000 BC. Alt- 
hough there is no archaeological evidence of this, due to the fre- 
quent military conflicts in antiquity, I estimate, that all written 
records were destroyed. It is, however that only around 0.1 % of 
the entire ancient literature is still preserved today." 


LIV 
MARK UP THE REFERENCE SYSTEM LATIN PRIOR 
TO ALL OTHER LANGUAGES FOR THE SOLE PURPO- 
SE OF VERIFYING THE CORRECTNESS OF A DEFINI- 
TION 
As mentioned above, there is no German, English, Spanish, 
French, Hebrew, Japanese or Chinese equivalent of the terms: 
nominative, genitive, dative, accusative, ablative, vocative, se- 
parative, locative etc. Furthermore, there are deviations in the 


13 https://www.openculture.com/2023/03/how-99-of-ancient-literature-was- 
lost.html 
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logically justified definition of dative, genitive in the German 
and English languages. What corresponds to a German dative, is 
also referred to in English as the "of - genitive". As a result, in a 
strictly scientific sense, a German definition does not fulfill the 
previously criteria, whereas these would be fully met in English. 
The definition would therefore not be fulfilled for a German, but 
would be fulfilled for an English or American. 

Thus, in every national language, there would be quite a few 
observation sentences (Karl Popper)'* and no definition would 
be valid across scientific disciplines. Incidentally not even any 
theory based on colloquial language. Furthermore, "definitions" 
such as 'human dignity' etc. are scientific nonsense, as this 
would again be a circular definition, because one defined a geni- 
tive construction with a genitive construction. There again, only 
Latin remains: Ars amatoria by Ovid, is translated as the art of 
loving. But this is wrong, because there is no genitive construc- 
tion here, as the two words are congruent. It is a special adjecti- 
ve that exists only in Latin, whose suffixes (ius, ia, ium) can be 
used to indicate affiliation. A kind of intermediate between a ge- 
nitive and a possessive pronoun (genitive light). Derivation of 
adjectives from nouns by means of the following suffixes: -ius, 
-icus, -Ivus, -alis, -aris, -anus, -inus and -nus, attached to the no- 
minal-stock, denotes belonging to a person or thing. So the art 
belonging to love. An adequate translation into German/English 
is impossible here. 

Thus the term human dignity in Latin is: Dignitas hominia and 
not dignitas hominis. 

Consequently, from a strictly metaphysical point of view, only 
the Latin term can be defined. This is unique in the world of lan- 
guages. Incidentally, even Isaac Newton, who should have 
known this, did not understand it. 


Dignitas hominia is determined adjectivally 
and dignitas hominis by means of the geniti- 


14 Karl Popper - The Logic of Scientific Discovery, Routledge, 2004. 
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ve. But humanus is the actual adjective, 
which means human. Thus hominia cannot 
mean human. With dignitas hominis, human 
dignity would always be circular, since the 
definition set and the concept set both con- 
tain a genitive construction 


The origin of the term genitive comes from the Ancient Greek 
genikos (relating to descent) or genos (birth, descent), 

latin: genus. 

The German "outsourcing" of the genitive to the dative is there- 
fore logically incorrect, as they contradict the origin of the term. 
Should a layman against expectation get into this book: 

A definition is not a generalization, see page 15. 


LV 
VERIFIABILITY PER SE, DIGITAL AND ANALOG OP- 
POSITES, PAIRS OF CONCEPTS - AND CHAINS, 
RATIONALISM OR EMPIRICISM 
First of all, it must be said that mathematics cannot deliver here, 
since mathematical methods provide no way of distinguishing 
between the content of concepts: For a mathematician a vase can 
also be a container for storing money. Mathematically, the crite- 
ria of a definition would be fulfilled. Mathematics cannot mea- 
sure the of a term. And therefore cannot differentiate between 
them. Mathematics are not in a position to judge whether the re- 


15 A generalization is the immutability of a scientific theorem (and not a 
definition). A generalization is the bindingness or rigidity (unrestrictabi- 
lity!, because the object/subject: All people over 40 years is already re- 
stricted by the attribute. Thus, this is no generalization in a strictly logical 
sense (Absolutus - Relativus; generalization - differentiation) of a scienti- 
fic theorem. Moreover, it is completely absurd to "Germanize" a Latin 
term (absolute is the supine stock of absolutus). 
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sults are good or bad. Therefore, the verification of a definition 
is only possible empirically, i.e. from experience. 
And now it gets difficult and tricky: 


I.VI 
Verifiability 
What does verifiability mean? 


"In order to ensure the verifiability of a written pa- 
per, hypotheses must always be justified and scienti- 
fic, provable reasons for one's own approach and 
the conclusions drawn. The procedure for the prepa- 
ration of the paper (this also applies to experiments 
and conatus) must be described in a comprehensi- 
ble and understandable way. In empirical work, it 
must be ensured that all data used are data used are 
also specified and explained. explained. Sources 
used must be properly be documented. In addition, 
they must always be be citable. Important: Every re- 
sult must be verifiable otherwise it is not 
scientific. “'° 


That is wrong, because firstly, dear University of Cologne, your 
terms are far too vague (because what does comprehensible 
mean, if the recipient is too stupid for it?) and secondly, 1+1=2 
is neither verifiable nor justifiable, because it cannot be traced 
back to something more fundamental, due to different theories 
of quantity (set of rational numbers, set of irrational numbers, 
etc.). It is, as I have shown on page 15/16 not per se impossible 
to stand out one reference system prior to the other, but it is not 
always possible. However, this is definitely impossible in set 
theory, because no justification for the labeling can be found, 

because there are number systems (Ancient Greek, Roman) that 


16 University Cologne, chrome- 
extension://efaidnbmnnnibpcajpcglclefindmkaj/https://www.hf.uni- 
koeln.de/data/eso24/File/Reader zum wissenschaftlichen Arbeiten.pdf 


19 


do not recognize zero as a term and a digit and therefore a proof 
(substantiation) is not possible in these figure systems. Conse- 
quently 1 + 1 cannot be proved in Greek/Roman numerals and 
there is no proof, that is universally valid. I consistently reject 
generally recognized theories, since a majority recognition is no 
guarantee of truth, wisdom and knowledge! By what means is it 
possible for a mathematician to check the grammar rules of a 
language such as Latin for correctness? He certainly cannot. 
Constant reasoning leads to dependent thinking, because no one 
is challenged to deduce something autonomous. 

This results in Popper's verification problem."” 

Since you can never prove in (N) whether 1 + 1 = 2, you must 
either characterize a quantity (which makes the theory of relati- 
vity impossible here) or offer another solution, because otherwi- 
se every mathematical result is scientifically irrelevant! Howe- 
ver, since | + 1 = 2 cannot be seriously doubted, this is an axi- 
om. Axioms elude proof and can therefore only be proven by re- 
futing themselves (Karl Popper). 


This means that 1 + 1 = 2 has absolute validity as a true state- 
ment due to the impossibility of refutation. This makes | + 2 = 3 
infallible. According to Karl Popper, you therefore need at least 
one observation theorem to disprove my theory and this does not 
exist, because the antithesis is impossible for | + 1 = 2. Hegel's 
dialectic is refuted! The refutation therefore takes precedence 
over the proof. Note: Anyone who tries to falsify logic (to cast 
doubt on it) has truly lost a bad philosopher. Reactio semper 
consequit actionum! 


17 Karl Popper ’- The Logic of scientific discovery. 

18 Axioms are unquestionable basic principles of the formal-empirical sci- 
ences, which are infallible due to the impossibility of deduction by logical 
methods. 


20 


P.S. When Thomas Berthold’’, an expert in falsifiability, claims, 
that 1.5 million people were in Berlin on 29.08.2020, because he 
was there, that is just as nonsensical as when X, Y, C claim, that 
this is the case, because we say so. So who is right? So much for 
objective verifiability. And if you're interested in “faith”, I can 
warmly recommend the Vatican, they've been practicing it for 
two thousand years. 

Thus, the verifiability of a definition is only possible empirically 
and linguistically, i.e. through the use of the term and linguistic 
fixation. This results in a problem if one does not have specific 
background knowledge: The mathematician cannot refute or 
comprehend anything for the philologist, if he does not have 
more detailed knowledge of grammar and vice versa. 


“Health is not only the absence of disease, but also 


a state of complete mental, social and physical well- 
being. “ (WHO)” 


Firstly, this is a circular definition and secondly, all alcoholics 
and junkies would be healthy, because they achieve mental and 
physical well-being with drugs or alcohol, whereas athletes 
would be ill because sport causes pain. Such scientific nonsens 
unfortunatly is often heared nowadays. Back to our vase: since a 
vase means vessel in Latin, the definition for storing money is 
refuted, because the Romans had other ways of storing money. 
If the mathematician is reluctant to do this, then please refute the 
Latin term! Because only by refuting the original concepts (star- 
ting point) is it possible to refute my assertions. Which methods 
do you want to use, to prove me wrong, if I conclude from infal- 
lible Latin terms, nouns, verba? It is not the case, that the Latin 
terms are irrefutable per se; someone would simply have to ju- 
stify, how he wanted to achieve this. To do so, he would have to 
identify a language other than Latin/Ancient Greek as the only 


19 German footballer, who won the world championchips in 1990 in Italy. 
20 https://leitbegriffe.bzga.de/alphabetisches-verzeichnis/gesundheit/ 
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valid one and refute Latin (the origin of all western languages). 
The Latin or Ancient Greek terms are therefore no more refuta- 
ble like 1 + 1 = 2. And Latin/medicine becomes important in the 
next definition: 


Because: medicamentum (lat.) = remedy, aid. And in addition 
medicaments are made of alkaloids and these are toxic per se, 
some more, some less. This means that every medicament is fun- 
damentally harmful to the body. This definition therefore refutes 
all health policies of all countries in the world, because it is now 
possible to be healthy without vaccination. And definition must 
be able to do this: to be able to determine whether someone is 
healthy or not. The definition of the WHO does not fulfill that at 
all. And just arguing that we are all sick is not a refutation of my 
definition. A definition is independent of personal condition, 
size of wallet, relationship status, hair color, date of birth, etc. 
This means that a definition can only be verified if, as in this 
case, one has knowledge of both the linguistic and medical facts. 
Furthermore, the WHO claims by its definition, that all generati- 
ons since antiquity have been ill since ancient times! 

So there is only health through medication? 

But it is strange that without modern medicine, people like Plato 
(80), Democritus (108), Diogenes of Sinope (< 90), Zeno of Ci- 
tion (70), Antisthenes (80), Epicurus (70), Lucian of Samostata 
(80), Plutarch (80), Plato (80), Tiberius (79), Socrates (70), Ar- 
chytas of Tarentum (85), Thales of Miletus (80), Augustus (77) 
became so astonishingly old two thousand five hundred years 
ago. 

It should be noted, that the Tiber was completely polluted in the 
days of the Roman Empire, as a result of which the Romans all 


21 Health is the ability to cope fully with everyday life without the support 
of medication. 
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the waste from the city of Rome have led into the Tiber. I find it 
rather alarming, that health can only be achieved with medicines 
and vaccines, when the opposite is evident from the history of 
antiquity. 

In particular, all the generations of the 15th/16th/17th century, 
for example, would all have been ill, if my definition is wrong. 


All further definitions are explained on the following pages, not 
only by grammatical and medical knowledge, but also by politi- 
cal, mercantile, psychological, sports medicine, architectural, 
historical, empathic, philosophical... definitions are therefore 
mathematically cannot be justified on their own, because mathe- 
matics has no methods and measures to decide on the content of 
the terms (good, bad). 

In all non-Latin languages, a definition is only evidence-based 
and empirically justifiable, whereas in Latin or Ancient Greek it 
is very much abstract and rational possible, because Latin and 
Ancient Greek terms are infallible. 

I say: “But language cannot be invented! You say, that is 
wrong”. Then “invent” a language without Latin! 


LV 
The basis for the infallibility of a definition is the formation of 
the correct opposites. The basis for this is the general principle 
of relativity. 
Pairs, chains and opposites: 
In order to be able to define a concept, one should form pairs of 
opposites and at the same time chains of concepts or pairs of 
concepts. Otherwise, an ability to abstract beyond good and evil 
is necessary. 
Example 1: Vase: 
The opposite of vase is pot. This is relatively simple. The result 
is: vase (1) — pot (2). Note: Vase and pot are terms whose defi- 
nition is completely irrelevant. 
2nd example: love: 
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This now becomes more difficult. Love, hate, indifference, 
friendship, enmity, friend, enemy, opponent. 


Friendship(+3) Hostility(-3) 


Table 3 

So far, so clear. But what do we do with indifference and op- 
ponents? Do they even belong in there? On which side? 

To find out, we need to take a trip into Latin: 

Opponent is clear, but indifferent doesn't exist in Latin. 
Indifferent means no matter whether something is or isn't, it 
makes no difference to the person. It is therefore an adjective 
and not a term. 


Friendship (+3) Hostility (-3) 
Relationship (+4) Opponents (-4) 


Table 3.1 
We can even calculate with this chain of terms. And we know 
that love is now the analogous opposite of hate, and that love is 
diametrically opposed to enemy and enmity and opponent. This 
can be extremely helpful with tricky definitions, such as those in 
physics. However, the following diagram should be taken into 
account when forming chains of terms 
should be taken into account: 

ANALOG THINKING 


beautiful (+1) 


not white (- 


1. Linear, analog opposite. 

2. Linear, contradictory opposite. 

(1) Tertium datur (true, wrong, both wrong) applies here. This 

means, that the refutation of (-1) cannot be used to prove that (+1) 

is not the case and vice versa. The burden of proof applies here. 

(2) Here applies tertium non datur (wrong or right): 

All ravens are white is refuted, if there is one, that is not white 

(green, yellow, pink). Here the refutation works due to relativity. 
NUMERICAL THINKING 


Love (+2) Bie Hostility (-2) 


Friendship (+1) 
Image 4.1 
Now we can determine whether the pairs of opposites are con- 
trary or contradictory. This results firstly in the definitions 
(using if...then) and secondly in whether tertium non datur app- 
lies (contradictory) or whether terttum datur applies (contrary). 
All the terms mentioned here are contradictory, i.e. the refutati- 
on of one does not mean the refutation or proof of the other. De- 
finitions are therefore always contrary and are therefore subject 
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to proof. 

On the other hand, the falsification condition applies to (2). 

If one proves, that something is non-white, then the opposite is 
always refuted. However, with 2. there is a set of existence 
propositions >1. It is also impossible to prove, that definition A 
(+1) is wrong, through the refutation of definition B (-1). 
Another example from physics: 

Antimatter — Matter is black and white thinking. 

Compare in addition: Good — Bad. This is ancient thinking. 
Unfortunately neither physicists nor doctors are capable of digi- 
tal thinking. 


Neutron (0) 


Proton (1) 7 Elektron (2) 


Image 5 
That's what I call mathematical thinking, because right now neu- 


tron, proton and electron are no longer the direct opposite, but 
indirectly. For example: Neutron (-4), electron (-13), proton 
(+8). As these three are already opposites, further opposites are 

opposites are mathematically impossible. Because the opposite 
of the opposite is impossible, as this is a circular definition. 
Apart from that, the conceptualization with the opposite term is 
inadmissible. The language of science is Latin! The preposition 
"in" stands for into: ire, inire, abire, exire...There are twenty 
composites of ire, but does not have the meaning of the opposite 
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as: vaccinated - invaccinated. Furthermore "materia" = substan- 
ce. There is also a mistake here, because materia is Latin and 
avtt is borrowed from ancient Greek. In addition, it would have 
to be proven/justified why elements of a reference system A are 
meaningful in a reference system B. In terms of the philosophy 
of language, it should be noted, that all dictionaries are not ba- 
sed on logical conclusions, but on the use of the terms/words of 
the ancient authors. Unfortunately, the truth cannot be establis- 
hed on the opinion of the majority. 

The statement: "Because Cicero uses something in this way, it is 
correct" is an argumentum ad verecundiam™ and therefore a 
classic fallacy. The translations in Latin dictionaries are thus 
proven to be unscientific. The opposite of fallible is not infalli- 
ble, but proven, among other things. However, there is no direct 
opposite. The chain of terms would first have to be formed in or- 
der to decide this. This is because the opposites of matter - anti- 
matter, logical and illogical are formed with the opposite term. 
Circular and therefore pseudoscientific. If you "borrow" terms 
from Latin or ancient Greek, this is anything but scientific. 
Going back to the declension, the following scheme applies: 


Definiendum/ | Definitio 1* Definitio Kopula 
Term part 2™ part 
Nominativus Predicate Genitivus Predicate 
noun 


Table 4 

You can also visually recognize the difference between the equa- 
tive nominative (-io) and the nominative (-um). Admittedly, dif- 
ferent declension groups are involved in this case. Instead of a 
noun, the nominative case can never be with a gerund (regere, 
movere...), because it's a verbum, not a term and therefore non 
possible to define. 

There is then always a difference between the gerund (equative 


22 https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Argument_from_authority 
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nominative) and the noun (nominative). And a gerund can be 
used as an predicate noun. 

This means that in non-inflectional languages (Italian, Spanish, 
English, French) this nominative and equative nominative do not 
exist. This means, that valid scientific definitions are not possi- 
ble in these languages and also no evidence that would be worth 
anything, because the nominative is already subject to declensi- 
on in Latin, with one exception in the consonantal declension. 


Table 4.1 

Amic- is the invariable part of the noun (stem of the term) and 
-us is the nominative ending. 

That's why I don't use the German language as the reference lan- 
guage, but Latin, because in German, unlike Latin, the nominati- 
ve case is not declined. And if you no longer know the nominati- 
ve case, it is impossible to use this scheme or to recognize a for- 
mal circular definition. This means that the actual term is not 
boyfriend or girlfriend but amic. By adding the ending (-a, -us, 
-um) it becomes either masculine, feminine or neuter. 

Logically, the same applies to deus. The term is also in this case 
is De and depending on the ending (-us, a, -um) it then becomes 
either De-us or De-a. It is the same with the term simul: 

The Latin term simul has no connection to the Latin term tem- 
pus. The vulgar Latin understanding of the concept of the term 
simul is therefore wrong. 

If you really have absolutely no idea about conceptualization, 
how can you have an idea of God? 

One avoids a circle definition in Latin, if one compares the two 
word stems of definiendum and definitio: 

“Lingua Latina est quantitas elementorum grammaticorum om- 
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nium regionis latii.””™ 


Now the word stems: Latin-a <> Lati-um (genitive Lati-i). 

Thus, there is clearly no circle in terms of formal logic. 

Before we get back to the definitions, a little expert knowledge 
in Latin: 


I.VUI 

REDUPLICATIVE PERFECT 
The analysis of the term logically presupposes, that something is 
reduplicated here in the perfect stem. 
Example: 
cadere = present infinitive 
cecidisse = infinitive perfect 
Consequently, the stem is repeated. 
So also: 
accidere = present infinitive becomes 
accicidisse = infinitive perfect and not accidisse, because this is 
contradictory and would contradict the concept of the reduplica- 
tion perfect ad absurdum. 
The same pattern applies to condere as to cadere. 
Likewise, subvertere cannot mean to overthrow, because subiec- 
tum = subject to. Subvertere = to turn under, to turn around. Eve- 
rything else is not logical. Digging means fodere! 
Furthermore: cresc-ere = infinitive present active, cresci = infi- 
nitive present passive. Consequently, cresc cannot appear in the 
past perfect active, because: audere — auderi = present. 
We always form the past participle passive from the present pas- 
sive. Namely: au(d)sum. The consonant is dropped, because the 
consonant compound ds becomes z, as c/g in combination with 
the s-perfect become x. The letter z does not exist in Latin. 
Ergo: PPP ausum becomes perfect active ausisse. 
This means that in the case of cresc-ere the perfect active: cresi- 
visse and the PPP cresum, because PPP's always end in either 
-sum or -tum. Not contradictory and therefore correct. 


23 Latin is the set of all linguistic elements of the Lazio region. 
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The same applies to cernere. 

Inmutare = to transform. This is wrong, because mutare = to 
change, to alter. In-mutare is the opposite term and means not to 
change. Anything else is not logical, because in-mutatus (adj.) = 
unchangeable! If inmutatus is used as a premise, inmutare can- 
not mean to transform. 

That's why I have completely different, but consistent perfect 
stems of the consonantal conjugation. 
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I 
DEFINITION-THEORY 
CALCULUS 2™ PART 


“All the mischief in this world is 
the result of contradictions, due to 
conceptual inaccuracies, which 
lead to misunderstandings. ” 


ILL. 
LOGICIS... 

What is logic? Actually a matter of course, isn't it? The correct- 
ness of the consequence is false, because how do we want to 
check the correctness? Even a fallacy is based on logical thin- 
king. Well: we have to go back to ancient Greece. AoyiCopatl is 
ancient Greek and stands for both thinking and calculating. The 
Greeks only knew one term for this. This definition must there- 
fore be based on mathematics. When we think logically, we start 
from a base, derive from it and get a result. Actually quite sim- 
ple, isn't it? But isn't it? Thinking for yourself makes you clever. 
What is the basis, derivation and result? That's difficult, of cour- 
se, because anything can be a base. Bases are always the respec- 
tive starting point: an axiom, definition, theorem, dogma, opini- 
on, principle... 

Let me put it in mathematical terms: 


Explanation: 

1 + 1 =2 (base) 1 + 2 =3 (derivative) +1 (result) 

It follows: 1 + 1 = 2 (base) 1.5 + 0.5 = 2 (derivative) +/0 (result) 
The mathematical example is still quite simple. It becomes diffi- 
cult when it doesn't look exactly the same. You can think of it 
like grammar: Since language is quite creative (including Latin), 
the relevant rules only emerge through experience: learning by 
doing! 

So you can't calculate this example for all eventualities in ad- 
vance, just as you can't calculate all grammar rules in advance. 
This would only be possible if all possible sentence constructi- 
ons could be determined using the example of grammar. The in- 


24 Logic is the derivation of a result through which by means of a compari 
son equality or inequality can be determined. 
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dividual is therefore required to do this himself. It is not possible 
to generalize what the basis, derivation and result are in indivi- 
dual cases. You have to decide for yourself depending on the si- 
tuation. If this decision is wrong, you're screwed. Under certain 
circumstances, this can cost lives. Even your own! 


ILI. 
TIME IS... 

Certainly not the ticking on your wrist, because what about 

with children, animals, blind people...who all can't read a watch? 
read a watch? Does time exist differently for all of them? Or not 
at all? What now, Mr. Einstein? How can you generalize experi- 
ments about time, if you have no idea about the term time and if 
your time does not exist for children, animals, blind people? Is 
time travel then only possible for those, who can read the clock? 
WHAT IS TIME? Present, past, future? Definition! NOW! How 
can you, Mr. Einstein, claim, that you don't age or that you age 
less when you time travel, if you have no idea about medicine? 
Does your heart beat slower, when you travel back in time? Do 
your organs wear out less? 


And this is only very indirectly related to the clock. That's why 


time travel is impossible, because: 
Praesens 
Imperfectus 
1 +2 


='3 

We would only ever be able to start a journey through time in 
the present (2), as we are only ever in the present. This is why 
this rectangle is also larger. If we were to move out of this rec- 


Image 6 


25 Time is the extension of the change of bodies. 
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tangle to the right or left, the rectangle of the present would au- 
tomatically become a square and one of the two squares would 
become a rectangle, 

Futur 
Image 6.1 
because 1 +2 =3. 
If we change one quantity, all the others change accordingly 
(principle of relativity). So now we have changed both starting 
points and can no longer go back, because our starting point no 
longer exists. Likewise, there is also future” no longer exists, as 
the future is dependent on the present and the past. For the proof 
of time travel, the refutation of the principle of relativity is man- 
datory! So time travel is impossible because we cannot start at 
all, because as soon as we travel back just one millimeter or one 
nanosecond in time, our starting point disappears at the same, 
because by traveling from the one rectangle square, I immedia- 
tely change the past or the future. There is no distance you can 
travel here, as we know it from Back to the Future, because 
there is no “physical space” of ‘times’. They only exist abstract- 
ly and only in grammar! And since the “starting space” is defi- 
ned as x +1 + y, it no longer exists, as only x + 1 is left. So you 
have to disprove the definition of time and that the truth is de- 
pendent on the definition. For this, the proof of absolute truth is 


obligatory, 
which in turn requires the refutation of the principle of relativity. 


Imperfectus Putae 


Image 6.2 
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We can't even start with that, because we wouldn't exist. After 
all, the present tense is defined as a rectangle and not as a square 
and vice-versa. Time travel is impossible, because the starting 
point of our journey does not exist! 


To maintain the nonsense of time travel, you have to disprove 
this definition to me. Mn Asys, mpatto!?’ 

Even if time travel were possible, how would you prove it? Be- 
cause viewed from the future, the present is no longer the pre- 
sent, but the past, and viewed from the past, the past is suddenly 
the present (present) and the present the past (because it is now 
behind me), because time(s) are (relative). Refutation? Attenti- 
on: Latin! 


IL. 
WHICH METHOD IS USED TO ACHIEVE 
KNOWLEDGE? 

If my definitions are a mystery to you, then ask yourself: How 
does Thales of Miletus deduce knowledge? 
Does Zeus come from Olympus and say: “Here my dear Thales: 
Your knowledge”? No? Then how? How do you think Thales of 
Miletus gained knowledge in the 7th century BC, if there was 
none? His Thales circle does not yet exist. There are no Arabic 
numerals and no decimal numbers. The Greeks and Romans 
only calculated in real fractions (2 and %4 = a/B, and y/9). 
Greek mathematics: 


26 Future is the apprehension of an action whose volitional (intended) effect 
cannot be verified. (Latin cannot be adequately translated into German, 
English etc.!) This translation is far too imprecise. Only Latinists can un- 
derstand this. 

27 Don't just talk, do it! Ancient Greek proverb. 
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Image 7 

So how does he do this? By which methods does he justify his 
action? Note: Mathematics is beyond observation and experi- 
ence! There are no phenomena in mathematics. It is not the re- 
sult, that is interesting, nor the way, but the reason why he acts 
as he does. Because the result cannot be refuted, if you do not 
know the basic foundation. Based on a result, you cannot decide, 
whether it is correct. You must always know the foundation. 
How did Thales of Miletus generate his knowledge? You must 
answer this question, if you're willing to do, to debunk conspira- 
cy theorists and the similar ones. If you can't do that, you are im- 
mature! By which methods does a mathematician deduce know- 
ledge without any observation or experience (algebra, analytical 
geometry, arithmetic, prime numbers...)? 

By which methods does Euclid establish his axioms? 

By which methods is it now possible for me, to formulate gram- 
matical, mathematical, philosophical theorems and definitions? 
If you stand at the beginning of the world, naked and without 
knowledge: What do you do, when every action can mean your 
death? 


Jf 


How does Thales of Miletus deduce knowledge without experi- 
ence? 


ILIV. 

A REASON IS, A PROOF IS 
This is added on purpose, because the two are not the same 
thing. Approbatio (m.) argumentatio (f.) A reason can be a proof, 
but does not have to be. A reason is easy to define, because it is 
already contained in the term itself: Reason! Ergo: A reason is a 
reference (relatio) to a principle, fact or proposition. 
Example: 1 + 2 = 3, because 1 + 1 = 2. Not a proof, but justi- 
fied. This becomes more difficult with proof. Because here you 
have to make a strict distinction between proof and fact. A fact 
can also be a proof, but it does not have to be. What is evidence? 
If I say: The cupboard is green, although it is brown for you, it 
can only be correct, if I define brown or green: e.g. the cupboard 
is brown because brown is defined as.... We would therefore 
have substantiated the statement with a definition. Accordingly, 
the proof is already a substantiation of a statement by... Here 
now by a definition. Example 2: Your statement is correct, be- 
cause 1 + 2 =3, because 1 + 1 =2. 
Now by reversing the derivation. 
Example: It's your fault because your fingerprints were on the 
door lock and there is a video recording. A proof is therefore the 
substantiation of an assertion by definitions, deduction and facts. 
But that is still not enough, because if these facts are only valid 
in mathematics or or physics (set theory, special theory of relati- 
vity), such “proofs” are worthless. This means that the validity 
of statements must be guaranteed in all reference systems, 
as long as it is not fundamentally possible to distinguish one re- 
ference system from 
before the other. If truth is dependent on definition, you must be 
able to think strictly in terms of concepts and definitions. Other- 
wise you will never make a correct decision. You have to use the 
definition to decide, whether this or that is a reference system. 
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But more on this later. 


I.V 


“A proof is the substantiation (attachment) of a statement, for 
example by facts, derivations, definitions et alia, which is valid 
in all reference systems.” This is of course nonsense, if these 
“axioms” are not valid or contradictory. You have to think abs- 
tractly here: it is not logical to want to refute a proof, because 
otherwise a proof would not be a proof. You can only refute 
doubtful, ergo non-consequential things. This means, that you 
cannot refute the proof of 1 + 2 =3, namely 1 + 1 = 2. This sys- 
tem is self-contradictory - Gédel! This means that a definition or 
an axiom is only suitable for justification, if it is free of contra- 
dictions. This is ensured by methods of formal logic (consisten- 
cy). “Love is appreciation based on shared interests with the 
aim of sexual acts.” If you cannot show a contradiction here, 
this definition is objectively correct, because the future does not 
exist. Contradiction-free statements, axioms and definitions are 
valid everywhere. The consistency of a definition is determined 
by methods of an if-then rule. However, this is only possible 
with knowledge of formal logic. 

The objective correctness/falsification of a definition is thus en- 
sured by methods of the if-then rule (reductio ad absurdum): 


28 Proof is the underpinning (fortification) of a statement, for example by 
facts, derivations, definitions, which is valid in all reference systems. Thus, 
proofs are deductions of their premises. 

29 A justification is a reference to a theorem, axiom or fact. 
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Upper clause: Let it be given that the definition: Love is the ap- 
preciation based on common interests with the aim of sexual 
acts, is false. 

Contradiction 1: Then it is also false that children can be con- 
ceived out of love. 

Contradiction 2: Then it is also false that sexual acts can be ap- 
preciative. 

Contradiction 3: Then it is also false that similarities are neces- 
sary for a loving relationship. 

Conclusion: The definition (premise) must therefore be correct. 
Several contradictions do not necessarily have to be shown; the 
assertion of contradiction is already refuted by contradiction 1. 
This results in the infallibility of the definition, which is contai- 
ned in the upper clause. 

The reductio ad absurdum™ is also not an indirect proof, but a 
proof of contradiction by means of propositional logic (reducti- 
on to the absurd. If-then*'). 

The reductio ad absurdum refutes the assertion of contradiction, 
which is also an irrefutable proof, because mathematical proofs 
are valid for all eternity! 

Secondly, if I want to make statements about things, I first have 
to perceive the stone with my senses. But I cannot make a state- 
ment about the stone through perception alone. Ergo: definition. 
Only with both: the defined properties and the sensory percepti- 
on is it possible to make truthful statements about things. It is ir- 
relevant whether I use the terms radon, argon and propane inter- 
changeably. Then radon has the properties of argon and vice ver- 
sa. It doesn't change their distinctiveness. Whether argon = 23, 
radon = 24 or vice versa is irrelevant. What you can't do is look 
behind the terms. We cannot question why metpoc” is now cal- 
led stone. Si omne atrum, nihil! 


30 https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Reductio_ad_absurdum 

31 https://open.lib.umn.edu/goodreasoning/chapter/if-then- 
arguments/#:~:text=If—then arguments, also known, form If P then Q. 

32 Petros (Ancient Greek), Petrus (Latin). 
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Thirdly, the indirect proof (reductio ad absurdum) can be justi- 
fied intuitively as follows: If a contradiction can be derived from 
an from an assumption, the following applies: If the assumption 
is true, the contradiction is also true. However, a contradiction 
can never be true. The assumption can therefore not be true, so it 
must be false.** 

Fourthly, in addition to all this, we also need a possibility or cri- 
terion for determining the value of proof. For a proof that con- 
sists only of assumptions: If the house were green, the door is 
blue, has no value, since the corollary is only true (w), if the 
conditional proposition is also true (w). 


Table 5 

The problem in the following diagram is not the derivation, but 
the proof of the premises (definitions, facts of the Criminal 
Code...). The best substantiation of a premise is, as in the case of 
the deterministic, topological proof of God, the factual argu- 
ment, or the justification of a premise (definition...), because this 
makes it verifiable and the possible refutation wrong(see defini- 
tion of proof). However, in relation to the argumentum ad igno- 
rantiam, doubts must also be justified: Ignorance does not apply 
and is not a method of refuting arguments.** 


33 https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Proof_by contradiction 
34 https://rationalwiki.org/wiki/Russell's_ Teapot 
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Formal: Mr. Vasil, your definition of proof is wrong, because... 
And you cannot do this with your own convictions, but always 
only by methods of formal logic, because if you are convinced, 


that you earn far too little, does not make it objectively true. 
Image 8*° 


ILVI 
A REFERENCE SYSTEM IS 

In geometry, this is referred to as a coordinate system, which is 
also wrong, because coordinate system = reference system. In a 
reference system, all measurement results refer to the observer. 
This means, that on Mars you have a much shorter life expectan- 
cy than on Earth. But that doesn't mean, I will die sooner, becau- 
se there is no absolute time. I also weigh less on Mars, because 
the gravity is lower there. 


35 Auctor: http://kulla.me/de/ Stephan Kulla 2011. 
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ILVII 

FREEDOM IS 
This also needs to be defined. There are all kinds of nonsensical 
definitions circulating, in the quality of those that the WHO has 
so has ready. State repression or paternalism is the opposite of 
freedom. Therefore, freedom must logically be the opposite of 
paternalism. Consequently, freedom is already independence... 
because as soon as you are dependent, you are not free in your 
decisions. Whether this requires knowledge is irrelevant. Defini- 
tions are independent of personal feelings. This is also not expli- 
citly about consideration, solidarity and the like, but solely about 
freedom. The question now is, which independence? Indepen- 
dence from fellow human beings, from the state, from Russia, 
from the USA, from weapons, from violence? It could be any- 
thing. Freedom is therefore independence from the interventions 
of third parties. Because independence from friends or your 
partner is pointless, because then you wouldn't be able to have a 
relationship and, secondly this would otherwise compete with 
the definition of the concept of love. 
Of course, a partnership should not lead to such “favors” that re- 
sult in dependencies. The independence from the state, doctors 
and employers is, however, possible and must also be striven 
for, because all these interventions restrict the freedom of the in- 
dividual. Admittedly, at present unfortunately still have to re- 
strict it due to the lack of education of the mainstream and the 
current anarcho-capitalism. 
When the doctor orders you to limit your alcohol consumption, 
that is a third party intervention! So it takes knowledge and in- 
sight to make independent, infallible decisions. The one, who 
wants to be free, must be able to make all the decisions, that 
have been taken from them in the past and must be able to make 


36 A frame of reference is the limited environment of the observer in which 
all results and statements are congruent with it. 
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in the future. This applies to all decisions in public life such as 
road construction, environmental protection, exhaust technolo- 
gy, the derivation of laws and constitutions, etc., the preservati- 
on of health (this includes knowledge of foodstuffs, including all 
chemical reactions of these, as well as all knowledge of sports 
medicine, etc.). Therefore, the person must now how to build 
muscle, cook, build roads, etc. in a sensible way. 

Since you can't study everything, you should avoid certain situa- 
tions in life where fraud or error, can have serious consequences, 
e.g. hospitalization, taking medication, etc., should be avoided 
as far as possible. Everyone is allowed to addiction, but then 
they are not free. You must choose: Security or freedom! Both at 
the same time is impossible! 


because every mammal is dependent on a sufficient supply of 
energy for self-preservation and because, in principle, it is possi- 
ble to acquire the above-mentioned knowledge oneself using the 
means of logic. Pythagoras and Thales had no teachers either! 
The prerequisites of the individual are completely irrelevant 
here. It is the task of politics to create them! 


ILVIill 
DELIGHT IS 
Is he stupid now? Not at all. This also needs to be defined, as in- 
dulgence is fundamentally harmful to health. So again, we have 
to determine what pleasure actually is. Can alcohol in excess re- 
ally be a pleasure? It is irrelevant whether something is available 
daily and cheaply. A stimulant is something, that is not essential 
to life. I have to eat and drink, but a sausage sandwich and water 
and fruit and vegetables are enough. I'll be full and won't starve. 


37 Freedom is the independence of third party interventions. 
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Neither alcohol, nor nicotine, nor caffeine, nor sugar... are essen- 
tial to life. If a nuclear war or a super volcano breaks out, I can 
do without them. 

How can I enjoy something, if it is consumed every day? It be- 
comes ordinary and no longer has anything to do with enjoy- 
ment, because it is no longer special. It's not about whether 
something tastes good. Liverwurst tastes good too, otherwise I 
wouldn't eat it. A luxury food is nothing ordinary. It's something 
very special and therefore something very individual for everyo- 
ne. The daily availability results from the financial power and 
personal preferences of the individual, which means that the dai- 
ly availability of expensive port wine is not a problem for the 
millionaire, but it is for the craftsman. Port wine would therefore 
be a pleasure for the craftsman, but ordinary for the millionaire. 
But that doesn't change the definition, because a definition is in- 
dependent of the individual's prerequisites. Neither for me, nor 
for my neighbor. So enjoyment is not commonplace and some- 
thing unusual... The question arises as to whether sex is a means 
of pleasure. Can a natural need, that cannot be abolished, becau- 
se we feel pleasure whether we want to or not, be a stimulant? 
No, because we cannot do without the satisfaction of our lust. 
Diogenes of Sinope impressively demonstrated this with his 
onanism in the marketplace for all to see. So pleasure has 
nothing to do with natural urges and desires. If necessary, we 
must do without and will do without. We cannot live without sa- 
tisfying our lust, hunger and thirst, but we can without pleasure. 
If there is a hundred years of war, there is no pleasure! When 
you let an unspeakably expensive bar of chocolate melt very 
slowly on your tongue, piece by piece... 


38 Delight is a non-everyday, extraordinary taste experience (you have to let 
that melt in your mouth). 
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ILITX 

KNOWLEDGE IS 
There is a difference between knowledge and education. Both 
are skills, but which one? This requires a sharp distinction bet- 
ween the two, as they are very close to each other. 
What is knowledge? You can take Einstein as a negative exam- 
ple here: A genius as a physicist, a loser as a husband. 
Does knowledge have anything to do with table manners? 
No. Table manners stem from culture (cultus), i.e. the customs 
of a people, a community. You can't deduce this with logic. You 
can only experience table manners. And there is no good or bad. 
It depends precisely on the culture of the people in question. If 
you shake hands in India... 
So knowledge has something to do with logic and nothing to do 
with culture, because | + 1 is 2 everywhere. 
The Flora operates photosynthesis for all people, whether Chris- 
tian, Muslim or Hindu. 
So knowledge is a cognition... All that remains to be determined 
what is the opposite of culture? Boorish behavior, mathematics, 
philosophy? What is science trying to find out? The formation of 
the planet, for example, and the relations between the stars 
(Isaac Newton - Philosophiae naturalis). 
The question of science is: How does it work? Ergo: Knowledge 
is therefore the cognition of the function or rather the functio- 
ning... of x. Prize question: What is x? “A letter.” would be the 
top answer, if I didn't know that myself. 
Newton's work already gives the answer in the title: Naturalis is 
the genitive singular of naturalis. So it is: 


IL.X 
ERUDITION IS 
Know that is simple, after we have defined knowledge: 


39 Knowledge is the understanding of how nature works. 
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ILXI 

ABSTINENCE IS 
That's a really difficult definition, because abstinence also has 
something to do with health. The question is whether abstinence 
is the same as asceticism? No. If you live ascetically, then you 
no longer have any resistance, because over the centuries our or- 
ganism has learned to deal with toxins. It's not for nothing that 
the quantity makes the poison. So you have to treat yourself to 
something; the difficulty here lies in moderation. 
This also requires medical and nutritional knowledge. Further- 
more, abstinence does not necessarily only have something to do 
with food. sex, music, sport, current human closeness, pleasure, 
mainstream... you could do without. Abstinence is a skill that 
can be trained. 
If the Yellowstone volcano erupts, people will definitely have to 
do without many things for the time being. If I do without, then I 
don't need this thing, so I'm independent of it. So abstinence is 
also independence. Asceticism is logically permanent. Asceti- 
cism is therefore a permanent “abstinence” or rather denial. If 
asceticism is permanent, then abstinence is limited in time. This 
means that abstinence is temporary independence. But we need 
at least one more (Latin) genitive. 
And a person can only renounce non-essentials. 


40 Eruditio vs. Educatio. Here the contrast has to be made in Latin again, as 
this cannot be represented exactly in Vulgar Latin as English, German, Spain. 
Eruditio = education, educatio = upbringing. This is a minimal but crucial 
difference! Education is the knowledge of how culture works, i.e. how indivi- 
duals live together in communities of peoples. Children are educated - 
dogmatism; adults are convinced - logic. 

41 Abstinence is therefore the independence from non-essential things in life 
for a longer period of time (i.e. limited). 


47 


IL.XII 

A PUNISHMENT IS 
Again, difficult because a punishment is 100% individual. It is 
therefore almost impossible in a “large” community to punish 
every offender adequately. On the other hand the community 
needs ways to protect against potential life and limb. Unfortuna- 
tely, these are currently only inadequate, as can be seen from the 
crime rate and so-called “no go areas”. You can see that the big 
mafia bosses in the 70s, 80s, 90s and even today continue to run 
their business from the prison system. Firstly, this must be pre- 
vent, and secondly, a punishment must serve the purpose of not 
need prisons at all. A penalty must therefore ensure, that no one 
is willing to accept it. Regardless of their financial situation. In- 
different fines therefore do not fulfill their purpose, because one 
person pays the fine out of petty cash, while the other can no 
longer party for eight weeks. 
So you need something else. Small children, for example, can be 
punished very well with spinach. That is a very good example. 
Now, if you as a society want, that everyone gets a punishment 
that is a deterrent, the judge has to take a close look at this indi- 
vidual, also from a psychological point of view. In order to im- 
pose a punishment, that is effective in the long term, it is not 
enough just to have studied law. 
This requires a degree in psychology or at least sound knowled- 
ge! Because while the one person is completely indifferent to 
imprisonment, it can work wonders for another. For hooligans, a 
stadium ban can be very effective, for an enthusiastic car fanatic 
the withdrawal of a driver's license for ten years, for example, or 
life imprisonment instead of a prison sentence. This must always 
be assessed anew and from individual to individual. This is of 
course expensive at first, but in return you have to be able to af- 
ford the damage caused by crime. And that no state can do that 
in the long term. 
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This is highly individual and extremely relative, as every person 
has quite different desires and cravings, except for the preserva- 
tion of life. But it is only possible for a punishment to have an 
effect in this way. 


ILXIII 
TERM IS 

This definition is the most important one of all according to lo- 
gic, because it is scientific nonsense to define nouns that are not 
nouns at all and ends up in scientific aberrations. This can only 
be judged from a linguistic point of view. First of all, we turn to 
clear terms: Time, love, happiness, abstinence... are all clear 
terms that can be defined. But what about a beautiful house, 
good people, happy love? None of these are terms, as they are 
derived from the definition of the term on page 15. Another 
thing: predicate noun, adjective! Electrician is also not a term, 
but a genitive construction, which we have already established 
on page 14. Now we know that time, love and happiness are 
terms. None of them are compounds or attributive nouns. We 
have come a good step forward to the definition again. Some of 
you may be familiar with a similar procedure from math lessons: 
find the square root! Therefore, a term is already non-attributive. 
In this example, we might try to go into the function. You can't 
train yourself to decide, what is successful in which case. This 
requires a 7th sense, acquired through experience. 

Abstraction ability, on the other hand, can be trained. The functi- 
on of a term is to summarize... The intermediate status is now: A 
term is the non-attributive designation of a linguistic summary 
of... And the last point is now really difficult, because we are 
now on a linguistic level of complete abstraction. 


42 A punishment is the deprivation of the offender's means, which makes it 
impossible for him to satisfy his needs. 
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Proof: 1 + 1 = 2. If we change just one component, the result 
changes if the equation is to remain balanced. Ergo, all values 
are related to each other. 


ILXIV 
LANGUAGE IS 
The common parlance claims, that cats speak or trees or the 
whole forest or rats, dogs, etc. This is only possible because the- 
re is no definition for this term either. There is therefore an ob- 
vious difference between human and animal communication. It 
is also repeatedly claimed, that there are some animals that can 
grieve. However, in order to be able to mourn, I have to presup- 
pose knowledge of the term. Here, too, the Nobel Prize would 
be due as a permanent subscription if someone were to prove, 
that animals have this knowledge. Then knowledge of letters, 
nominative and genitive must also be present. Ergo: Animals 
cannot mourn, because they lack knowledge of the term. Lan- 
guage is therefore only possible for humans. Everything else is 
communication. But what is language? We must therefore look 
at all the characteristics of the “languages” of this world. What 
can sign language, characters and letters express and summarize 
this in a universally valid way, so that there is no contradiction. 
So you can't say that “language is everything with letters”. The 
Chinese and Japanese would immediately ask: “Why?” The 
same applies here: abstraction! You have to get away from picto- 
rial ideas, because language also works orally, even if you don't 
know how to write. You can see this very well with small child- 
ren. Language is at least something that works orally and in wri- 
ting. What do we do with language? Communication is right, but 


43 A term is thus the (non-attributive) designation of a linguistic summary of 
objects or subjects in relation to it. 
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which one? Animals also communicate with each other. Rats, for 
example, use ultrasound like bats. Rats can't build houses, be- 
cause they don't know what a house is. Language therefore 
works orally, in writing and conceptually. The logical conclusion 
is therefore: 


ILXV 


A REFUTATION IS 

If someone now claims: “the proof of an error’, a piece of chalk 
comes flying. Nobody can do anything with it. A refutation is 
also not proof to the contrary, because a refutation is the opposi- 
te of proof and so we would again have a circular definition. In 
principle, a refutation must provide the recipient with an insight. 
If a mathematician wanted to theoretically refute the assertions 
of the non-specialist, the non-specialist would have no knowled- 
ge if the mathematician did this with differential equations, ana- 
lytical geometry and algebra. The refutation does not reach the 
recipient and the non-specialist sticks to his assertion. Secondly, 
what do I do when I refute theorems/assertions? Probably the 
opposite of confirming. Consequently, a 


44 Language (lingua) is the conceptual possibility of communication, 
which can be expressed orally and through sounds. 

45 Writing is the conceptual possibility of communication, which can be ex- 
pressed geometrically, graphically as well as physically (see ancient Hebrew). 


51 


Now it is no longer possible to disprove 1 + 1 = 2, because this 
axiom has no basis in N. It is therefore easier to disprove asserti- 
ons/definitions than to prove them, because since the proof must 
be valid in all reference systems (subject areas), interdisciplinary 
knowledge is mandatory for the proof. I can't prove to the locks- 
mith by means of the categorical imperative, that his world view 
is nonsense. 


ILXVI 
FACTS ARE 

This should not be confused with proof. A fact can serve as 
proof, but it is not a proof. You also have to go back to Latin 
here. Facta comes from factum, which is the participle of facere 
(to make). Ergo: something made. The past participle is known 
to represent a completed action. This means that with just the 
knowledge of Latin grammar, I can narrow down the correspon- 
ding term to a fairly narrow definition. Facts are accomplished. 
Now we have to determine, what can be accomplished or done. 
These are: Actions, results, outcomes, events.... All German and 
English terms are too imprecise. Actions, results and outcomes 
are almost identical terms and these can be summarized under 
events. Therefore, facts are now completed events..., because 
events and results are called eventus in Latin. Back to the per- 
fect tense: completed present! A completed event can only be in 
the past, otherwise it would not be a completed event. Ergo: 
Facts are completed events of the past... Now the completed pre- 
sent: This means that an event in the past has an effect on the 
present. So: Facts are completed events of the past, whose ef- 
fects are felt in the present... What can we do with facts? Cor- 
rect: We can check facts. 


46 Refutation is the invalidation of the reason, principle or tenet of an asserti- 
on or definition or of the same by demonstrating a contradiction by the means 
of the 'recipient. 
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The definition of the Ministry of Health in Germany is close, but 
unfortunately close is also wrong. 


ILXVHU 
MASS IS 


IL.XXVHUI 


VIOLENCE IS 
Once again a very important definition. Violence is basically 
done through power. Latin has several terms for this: potentia, 
imperatio, dominatio, opes, possibilitas, pollentia, vis, potestas, 
vires. Violence only has to be used, if my counterpart does not 
follow my instructions, rules or laws. Why is completely irrele- 
vant here. Violence is therefore something that is done against 
the will of the individual. So what is the result of violence? Pain, 
injuries, wounds? Counter-violence? But violence does not have 
to be positive. After all, who determines that the state power of 
the Federal Republic is positive? It only has the task of keeping 
the administered community together. That doesn't have to be a 
good thing per se. If I reject a state, then state power is bad, i.e. 
negative. Violence is fundamentally bad, whether it comes from 
the state or from hooligans, criminals or from teachers and civil 


47 Facts are completed events of the past whose effects can only be verified 
in the present. 

48 Mass is the resistance of a body against its own capacity. 

49 Weight is the potential of a body to resist attraction. 


servants... To prevent violence, you need the insight of those, 
who don't know why something is like that, because if I myself 
realize (intellegere) that it is not the best action to steal the but- 
ter from the farmer's bread, there is no need for a law or vio- 
lence to enforce this prohibition. If I can convince a woman with 
words that I am the best thing for her, there is no need for vio- 
lence to have sex with her. So violence is only necessary, becau- 
se everyone is talking past each other, as there are no universally 
valid definitions. Violence is therefore always bad, due to the 
diametrically opposed level of education of the individuals in a 
community. Violence therefore prevents the individual from ta- 
king action by... Violence is the wrong answer here. Violence 
triggers something; namely pain. 


Mentally, because bullying does not cause physical pain. 


TL.XIX 
STUPIDITY IS 
Based on the Latin term “intellegere” (to understand), intelli- 
gence means understanding. An intelligent person is one, who 
understands something. So a stupid person is one, who does not 
understand. And the question now is, what he does not under- 
stand. That needs to be made more precise. Who can be stupid? 
Someone, who does not understand the theory of relativity, can- 
not be stupid; not because many people are like that, but because 
it requires knowledge, that is only taught at universities. This is 
not possible for everyone, and secondly, not everyone is born to 
be a physicist. It also has to do with genes, hereditary traits, etc. 
A little biology isn't bad for a philosopher. Consequently, “hig- 


50 Violence is the infliction of pain of a physical and mental nature against 
the will of the individual. 
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her” knowledge is not possible for everyone. It would therefore 
be unfair and wrong, to call someone stupid, who does not fully 
understand the theory of relativity. But if someone still can't 
hammer a nail straight into the wall after the fifth explanation, 
or if someone still doesn't understand, how to use the washing 
machine even after studying the operating instructions, then you 
can call it stupidity. Ergo is 


ILXX 
JUSTICE IS 
What is justice? It feels unjust, that a rapist only has to spend 
four years in prison, while a financial fraudster serves ten years, 
because one ruined life seems to count for less, than a financial 
loss, which, however, can be replaced. The relatio here is all 
wrong. 


This can also be calculated by forming relations: the damage to 
a victim of murder is 100%, and to their family members about 
70 - 80%. In the case of rape, the damage to the victim is about 
70 - 80%, and to their family members about 40 - 50%. This 
would then lead to the following: If a murderer were sentenced 


51 Stupidity is the impossibility of understanding foreign processes or activi- 
ties. 

52 Intelligence is the ability to understand new processes or activities. 

53 Justice is the concordant relationship of two actions/judgments of a third, 
in which both parties part neither as friends nor as enemies, but as citizens. 
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to 20 years in prison, then a rapist would have to be imprisoned 
for 14 - 16 years instead of 2 - 3 years. And all other crimes 
would then also develop their sentences from the determination 
of § 211 StGB (German area of law) in relation to the determi- 
ned personal damage and the sentence. You simply have to start 
from the highest one, since only in the case of murder can 100% 
damage be empirically determined. Any other damage caused by 
a criminal offense (rape, manslaughter, defamation, fraud, bribe- 
ry) can only be estimated psychologically. Since I have not stu- 
died psychology, the damage caused by rape can also be “only” 
50 or 60%. In this regard, psychology would have to conduct 
further research. The judge then pronounces judgment, if he is 
voluntarily paid by both parties. Action (1) : Action (2). The re- 
lations must be determined here. Unfortunately, there is no for- 
mula for this, but as is the case with logic, the value of action | 
can be determined, from which all the others then result. For ex- 
ample, you can vote on how much a human life should be worth 
and then justice results from that. The concept of justice clearly 
shows the theory of relativity. 

Mathematics is very well and useful, but only to a limited ex- 
tent, when it comes to such tasks. And because terms are always 
summaries, there can be no absolute definitions, which is not the 
same as being fallible. It is precisely, because of this relativity 
that my definitions are infallible. For relative determinations, 
one then needs relative (movable) systems, that then cancel out 
this relativity again. Because relative * relative = absolute. 


IL.XXI 


54 A free decision is the result of an action that does not result in any kind of 
disadvantage for the person taking it. 
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A free decision must not be subject to any restrictions, otherwise 
it is not a free decision. If my brother were gay, he wouldn't be 
allowed to be angry with me and reject me, if I proved to him, 
that he was a pervert. Likewise, my girlfriend must not be angry, 
if I prove to her, that she is fat. A free decision can be sanctioned 
neither morally nor legally, but only logically. This means, that, 
if I lose my job as soon as J act in one way or another, then my 
decision is not free (absolutus). 


I.XXII 


Since I can't write a biology or Latin textbook, this definition is 
unfortunately difficult to explain. Just this: soul and character 
are two different things in Latin. In contrast to English, Latin, as 
with so many examples, recognizes these two very distinct 
terms. If you have pets, you can understand this definition wi- 
thout further explanation. Babies already have a soul, but not yet 
character. 


I.XXHI 


A tolerant person is certainly not someone, who supports every- 
thing and everyone, but rather tolerates free decisions of any 


55 Soul is the totality of all emotional and rational experiences of a mammal, 
which is a prerequisite for the formation of character. 


56 Tolerance is the acceptance of views that one subjectively rejects on prin- 
ciple or that are objectively false. 
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kind. However, tolerance does not mean, that I am not allowed 
to be against it. I can tolerate both the political left and right, but 
I can also oppose them, because I subjectively reject them. In 
the same way, I can categorically reject the LBGTQ-community, 
but as a tolerant person I have to put up with them doing what 
they do. That doesn't make it a ban. 


IL.XXITV 


This definition is derived firstly from medical definitions and 
psychological studies. You always have to consider the general 
validity here. Anyone, who is unable to think logically cannot 
move freely in society. This has nothing to do with a deliberate 
refusal to engage in rational discourse, but with an inability to 
do so. Anyone, who murders a person for monetary gain, knows 
exactly what they are doing. 


I.XXV 


§ 211 StGB (german area of laws): “Murderer is he, who, out 
of murderous lust, for the satisfaction of sexual desire, out of 
greed or for any other base motive, insidiously or cruelly or by 


57 Insanity is the lack of consistency of one's actions. 

58 A murder is the active/passive violent termination of the life of a mammal 
for the satisfaction of lust or personal gain. 
Homicidium is the wrong term here, as this translates as manslaughter (homo 
—and occidium), which would give us a circular definition again. The correct 
Latin term here is: caedes! 


means dangerous to the public, or to enable or conceal another 
criminal offence, kills a human being.” 


Right now, there is a contrarian contradiction, which means, that 
in addition to tertium non datur, tertium datur applies in contrast 
to the contradictory contradiction. This means that refuting one 
definition, does not prove the other. Thus, the theory of falsifica- 
tion does not apply here, but the burden of proof. If neither defi- 
nition can be proven, both are false. This in turn works by means 
ofreductioadabsurdum: 

Proposition: Let us assume that the definition: “A murder is the 
active/passive violent termination of the life of a mammal for the 
satisfaction of lust or personal gain” is false. 
Contradiction 1: Then it is also false that inciting murder is al- 
somurder. 

Contradiction 2: Then it is also false that killing takes place 
againstthewilloftheindividual. 

Contradiction 3: It is also wrong that a murder always means 
personaladvantage.etc. 

If you try this with the definition of § 211 StGB, you will fail 
very quickly, because then you have to define, among other 
things, what is meant by “insidious” and “for base motives”, and 
you have to do so objectively. Consequently, the assertion of the 
proposition is refuted. Ergo, the definition of § 211 StGB is not 
only formally wrong (circular definition), but also in terms of 
content. The refutation of the definition of § 211 StGB does not 
mean, that all sentences are wrong, because if all sentences are 
related on definition 29, one can still find an some agreement. 
But all acquittals for murder are wrong. There are not enough 
people in prison for murder. The most backwoods and pseudos- 
cientific thing I've ever come across is law. Lawyers are the 
dumbest people in the world! They don't even know, what the 
principle of non-contradiction means. But if I have no idea about 
logic, how can I make truthful judgments? 


ILXXVI 


Be 


Unfortunately, almost everything is relative, and we have no 
choice but to adopt this way of thinking. Time pressure can be 
stressful, but it doesn't have to be. Since the performance of the 
individual has limits, but the demands of the workplace remain, 
this activity can be stressful for one person but not for another. 


IL.XXVII 


The actual term fascism does not exist, which has already been 
explained in the footnote. Under fascism, you were only allowed 
to express your opinion, if it was beneficial to the regime. Fas- 
cism has nothing to do with National Socialism, nor with the 
term dictatorship (tyranny). In a dictatorship (Caesar), citizens 
are not allowed to express anything, because in this regime the 
emperor's word is the only law. 


ILXXVIII 
In science, observation alone is fraud. “ 


IL.X XTX 


59 Stress is the result of the impossibility of coping with the tasks at hand de- 
spite exhausting all physical and mental abilities or means. 

60 “Fasci” is the Italian word for ‘bundle of rods’. Mussolini's fighting orga- 
nizations in the 1910s and 1920s had the bundle of rods in their coat of arms. 
Hence the name fascism. 

61 Fascism is the restriction of public opinion to statements that conform to 
authority under the threat of reprisals or violence. 
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Principium argumentationis postremae:™ 
, Eventus, qui non sunt argumentiles, dubii manent et irriti 
sunt.“ 
Except when it is an axiom. 


IL.XXX 


This is a definition ad invicem, i.e. interacting. This does not 
have anything to do with regarding, because if the definition of 
poverty is refuted, this has no effect on the definition of wealth. 
It is also not about income, but about accumulation, whereby ca- 
pital cannot be accumulated without a corresponding income. 
This defines the middle class as average. Of course, these defini- 
tions refer to the respective economic area. To be considered 
rich, you logically have to accumulate less capital in Africa than 
in Europe. And wealth has nothing to do with the vulgar under- 
standing, that you no longer have to work: If someone specula- 
tes on the stock market to increase his millions, then that person 
also goes to work. He may not have a direct superior, but if he 
lose a big amount of money, it's his problem. The employee does 
not have to accept a loss of salary for mistakes. Or if someone 
trades in classic cars, they also have a lot of money, but they still 
have to be in their yard at 10 a.m. every day. Even if someone is 
a poker pro, they also have to spend time every day to earn a 
living. 
IL.XXXI 


62 Set from the last reason. 

63 Results that are not justified remain doubtful and invalid. 

64 Wealth is the accumulation of individual capital exceeding that of the ma- 
jority. Poverty is the accumulation of individual capital falling short of 
that of the majority. 
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When we look at a stone, we cannot decide, whether the object 
is really a stone just by looking at it or because someone points 
to the stone, when pronouncing the term - infinite regress! What 
do blind people do? Because the stone is only a stone, because it 
has certain properties: hard, solid, cold, sharp...Ergo: definition! 
So we can only be sure, that it really is a stone by means of a de- 
finition. The statement of an authority can be wrong, because 
every authority can be wrong. 


ILXXXII 
HAPPINESS IS 
If we go back to the beginning of the book, we see that happi- 
ness is not the same as love — same pattern. First, we have to se- 
parate happiness from satisfaction, because satisfaction is much 
more likely to be achieved than happiness. But is it wise to make 
our happiness dependent on friends, Porsches or recognition, or 
to define it in those terms? Certainly not, because the definition 
of happiness must always be the same, regardless of whether I 
own something or not. Otherwise it would be absurd, because 
you would have to be unhappy all your life, if you are only hap- 
py with your partner. If this partner dies before you, following 
this definition, you would have to be unhappy for the rest of 
your life, because a definition is always the same. Consequently, 
happiness cannot have anything to do with a relationship, love 
or material possessions. Do we consider Diogenes happy, who 
needs nothing more than a barrel? Is a punk happy, because he is 
drunk every day and doesn't have to go to work? Are we happy, 
when we enjoy a vacation? Is that happiness? No, because it 
doesn't last. Diogenes is hungry, the punk gets sick, and the va- 
cation is hard-earned. A pensioner can do all those things wi- 
thout having to ask anyone. So not having to do something, co- 


65 Definition, principle, mathematical rule etc. 
66 Rightness is the agreement of an assertion with both empirical and abs- 
tract perception. 
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mes quite close to happiness. If I absolutely have to drive a Fer- 
rari, because I make my happiness dependent on the recognition 
and admiration of others, on worldly things, my happiness will 
not be lasting. Not driving a Ferrari, not being admired: I think 
we can call the person, who doesn't need that, to be happy. 


IL.XXXHI 


DIGNITY IS 

Dignitas non est sanitas! Dignity has nothing to do with health, 
because otherwise all the sick and dead would have no dignity. 
To die with dignity? What does it mean to die with dignity? In a 
nursing home, it means not lying in one's excrement, not dying 
of thirst or starvation, and not having to die alone. What do we 
do, when we allow someone their dignity? We give them reco- 
gnition, solely on the basis of being a human (or animal) being. 


ILXXXIV 
ALIVING BEING IS 
This definition is fundamental, since abortion laws and et al. de- 
pend on it. Essence (Essentia) is something, that is there, that 
exists. Exsistere = to become, to appear, to arise... A common 
feature of living beings is consciousness. This does not always 
have to be obvious. You can see it very well in rats. They know, 
that they are. But here, too, the definition must include both hu- 
mans and rats, mice or snakes. A living being is, of course, an 


67 Happiness is therefore the independence of non-essential individual de- 
sires and needs for mental well-being. 

68 Dignity is the recognition of an individual's existence through emotional 
and physical closeness and comfort. 
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organism. We have predicate nouns, now we still need a geniti- 
ve. Since, as already mentioned, I cannot write a medical text- 
book here, I have to shorten the derivation a bit. With a little 
biology, a living being is an organism made of cells. (genitivus 
qualitatis). 


I.XXXV 


This definition results from the fact, that an opinion is opposed 
to proof and refutation. Objective opinions do not exist, as they 
are then evidence. Opinions are always subject to moralisms, re- 
lationships and power relations etc.. This is not proof or refutati- 
on. 


ILXXXVI 


This definition follows on from the definition of tolerance. This 
determines, when an action should be prohibited. In logic and 
the natural sciences, the force of necessity always applies. If 
someone practices anal intercourse, then of course one may find 


69 A living being is an organism made of cells (genitivus qualitatis) that has 
the will to maintain respiration independently. 

70 An opinion is a point of view (a way of looking at something) that is based 
on or derived from either unprovable/unfounded or refutable assertions. 

71 Discrimination is the prohibition or obstruction of the fulfillment of an 
individual's needs that do not harm a third party. 
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this positive or negative, but the practice should only be restric- 
ted, if someone else is harmed by it. In other words, if homose- 
xual or lesbian acts do not have a negative impact on humanity, 
they may be practiced. Only if there were too many same-sex 
couples would this have to be restricted due to the preservation 
of humanity, which is only possible through fertilization (techni- 
cal progress is not taken into account, as animals cannot fertilize 
themselves and 100 % homogenous animal species do not exist 
or die out). 


ILXXXVII 


Even in ancient times, it wasn't possible to fall in love with 
someone, you didn't like being around. And to have sex with 
someone, you have to like them. Unless you do it for money. 
And interests are relative here, because wanting to have a child 
is already a commonality. Consequently, you can have 10% 
common interests as well as 100%. And a sexual act can also be 
anything from a kiss to marital or extramarital intercourse. If, 
for example, all goods for self-preservation were made available 
to individuals free of charge, we would see that both prostitution 
and acquisitive crime would have disappeared within a very 
short time. Nobody likes to sleep with strangers or does so vo- 
luntarily for reasons of coercion! Caution! Not everything that 
can be practiced or felt are appreciative or loving actions! Ac- 
tions that are not congruent with the above definition are not ap- 
preciative! But everyone is of course free to not want to be ap- 
preciated. Good and bad are not up for debate here! 


IL.XXX VIII 


72 Love is appreciation based on common interests with the aim of sexual 
acts. 
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V (40): ,,/mplicatio est deductio consequentiae ab 
coniecta, praemissa et axioma, quibus conclusio ap- 
probaturum esse possit. es 


Implicare = to wrap, wrap around. Since the conjunctive is re- 
stricted to the reductio ad absurdum, an implication is the conse- 
quence of the conjunctive of the upper clause of the reductio ad 
absurdum. 

It is impossible to form an implication using the imperfect con- 
junctive, because Latin - irrealis also helps here!” 


IL.XXXIX 


Whereby a circular definition does not exist at all, because first- 
ly it is wrong (wrong definitions do not exist), and secondly it is 
itself a genitive construction which must not be explained with a 
second genitive construction. 

Topological: 


IL.XL 


73 An implication is the derivation of a consequence from a basic assumpti- 
on, premise, axiom at the end of which is the proof. 

74 The Latin conjunctive covers far more functions in Latin, than in any 
other language. Literally translated, coniungere = to join or bind together, 
and this is exactly how it was used by most ancient authors in the Roman 
Empire of the pre-imperial period (ca. 753 BC - ca. 40 BC). 

75 A circular definition is the definition of a term with the same term or its 
opposite. 

76 If the set definition (genitivus explicativus) is to explain the set term, the 
set definition must not contain any element of the set term. 
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Another definition ad invicem: although they relate to each 
other, if the definition of space were to be refuted, this would 
have no effect on the other. Because if we build a bucket out of 
metal, then it is deformable and represents a body. If we leave 
our home, we cannot deform the boundaries of our environment 
and therefore this represents a space. We can build a house and 
dent it; we cannot dent the boundaries of the universe (environ- 
ment). 


This definition is again relative, because it is directly dependent 
on the term line. This raises the question of whether a point 
must necessarily be round. Because if it were round, it would 
not be a point, but a circle. The inadequacy and imprecision of 
everyday language must therefore always be taken into account. 
Latin does not know everyday language. Unfortunately, mathe- 
maticians do. A point can of course also be perceived or repre- 
sented as round, but it is not necessarily so. 


I.XLI 


77 A body is an object of concretely limited extension (genitivus qualitatis) 
whose boundaries are fundamentally deformable. 

78 Space is the abstract boundary of the location of an object. 

79 A point is the smallest part of a line. A part is the limited number of the 
whole. 
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Because if I refer to police officers as xy in Germany, this is nor- 
mally punished and I would have committed a wrongful act 
here. In the USA, on the other hand, this is not a mistake, as it is 
generally not punishable. Therefore, my actions in the USA 
would not be faultless in Germany. However, the codes of both 
jurisdictions are not objective, but purely subjective. It is there- 
fore not possible to decide objectively whether my actions were 
faultless or faulty. 


ILXLI 

Due to the introduction of set theory at the beginning of the 19th 
century, there is not a single constructive mathematical proof of 
the principle/theorem 1 + 1 = 2, as it is not possible to mark out 
one set of numbers prior to the other. Since our entire technolo- 
gy (Internet, electricity generation, PC programs...) is based on 
this principle (1 + 1 = 2), but these work, it can be practically 
100 percent ruled out, that it will ever be possible for this princi- 
ple/theorem to become fallible. 

Reductio ad absurdum: Because (if) the Internet/computer sci- 
ence is based on the axiom/principle 1 + 1 = 2, and the 
Internet/PCs have been working for decades, this axiom must be 
true. Contradiction refuted! 


ILXLIUl 
INFALLIBILITY IS 
Based on 1 + 1 = 2, the antithesis is impossible. This means, that 
things for which the antithesis is impossible are infallible, even 
without proof. In this example, however, this is obvious to ever- 
yone. This must therefore also be the case for other things. Be- 
cause if someone claims that 1 + 1 = 3, then they have to justify 
it, as this is anything but logical, whereby our mind plays a little 


80 A mistake is acting contrary to objectively correct rules, laws and stan- 
dards. 
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trick on us here, as you cannot imagine 3 without its predeces- 
sor, 2. This is particularly easy to establish in mathematics, but 
much more difficult in philosophy and religion. If someone 
claims that God exists, they also have to justify this, because this 
can very well be queried, when looking at the law of nature. It is 
essential to distinguish between the axiom and the assertion. 
And if someone now justifies the existence of God, then a con- 
trary, well-founded observation theorem must be demonstrated 
in order to prove fallibility. 


In order to still be able to cast doubt on this definition, you 
would have to justify why a contrary, well-founded observation 
theorem should be possible in 10,000 years (conjunctive). And if 
the individual lacks fundamental knowledge for understanding 
my arguments, this is not an argument against it. 


IL.XLIV 


I.XLV 


ILXLVI 
Subject is substance. Wrong, because 2 = 2. Subject cannot be 


81 Infallibility is therefore the hopelessness of demonstrating a contrary, 
well-founded observation theorem. 

82 Arbitrariness is the unregulated action of an individual. 

83 Theft is the arbitrary appropriation of goods. 


the same as substance, because then both terms would cancel 
each other out. 


ILXLVII 
If the road is wet, it has rained. This is an irrefutable premise, 
because there is no one here, who can wet the road with a bu- 
cket, because that is physically impossible (calorie consumption 
etc.). Furthermore, you “mathematicians” must first prove, that 
such a fool even exists. Because he would be the biggest of the 
idiots! 

ILXLVII 


Because I can't determine anything in dreams, as the things in 
my dreams are not facts. Ergo, I can't establish any correspon- 
dence either, as this only works with definition and perception. 
Dreams also have no effect on my existence, because if I insult 
judges in a dream, this has no relevance under criminal law. 


ILXLIX 
Discover or invent? 
The problem is, that in Lingua Latinam both terms could be 
combined under invenire, if you are a little underprivileged, as is 
currently the case in the Anglo-American language area. Patefa- 
cere = to discover. The easiest way to imagine this, is as follows: 
Last Exit Fancyville = invention, my Latin grammar rules = dis- 
covery, because they were already there before. 


84 Reality is the possibility of determining the correspondence between the 
perceived state of things and their predicate. 
85 A discovery is the development of innovations based on laws that have al- 
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ILL 
You cannot prove | + 1 with the successor function (n + 1) be- 
cause the proof (1 + 1) must not be contained in the proof (n + 
1) (circular proof). 


I.LI 


An evil is more than a disadvantage. A disadvantage does not 
necessarily mean that you suffer a loss. 


ILLII 


ILL 


I.LIV 


ready been discovered (e.g. a hydrogen engine). 
86 An invention is the detection of what has been discovered and invented. 
87 An evil is a present event, the occurrence of which can have serious disad- 
vantages for the person affected. For more see definition V133 on p. 274. 
88 An abstract danger is the highly probable possibility of harm to the life 
and limb of third parties. 
89 A formula is the definition/limitation of the type of calculation. 


fal 


This is derived from the Latin term, because obiecere = to throw 
against — subicere = to subdue. Consequently obiectum = ob- 
ject. As a result, objectivity is the objective view and subjectivi- 
ty is the subjective view. Subjected therefore to personal assess- 
ments, opinions from textbooks, politicians, political programs, 
etc. 


II.LV 
II.LVI 
For metaphysicians: 
To be (0) 


Life(1) Death (2) 
Image 9 
Because the opposite of being is not death. The opposite of 
death is life! 


ILLVI 
Problem of Universals: 
If one claims, that terms are inventions of the human mind, one 


90 Objectivity is the independent decision of an individual, which is free of 
emotions, arbitrary principles, personal assessments. 

91 Truth is the actual property of an object to function according to the laws 
of logic. 
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must necessarily justify this. But this is impossible, because: 
Let's look at a few terms: Beer, love, protection, door, handle...If 
you now claim that humans “invented, formed” these, then you 
have to prove how this is possible? You need a beginning (logic 
is the surest guide in the dark). You don't have one, because the 
smallest unit of a word is the syllable, according to the Duden 
editorial team. Ergo: be-er, lo-ve, do-or... This disproves, that 
terms are inventions of the human mind, because the com- 
ponents of the term beer have no content, they are empty of con- 
tent and therefore impossible for humans to form, due to the ho- 
pelessness of their abstraction. It is the same with Latin preposi- 
tions, adverbs...: if you disassemble in, pro, dum, tunc, hic, ille 
into their components, you get syllables without content or, in 
the case of the preposition, two individual letters. Abstraction is 
also impossible! This solves the universals problem and proves 
the existence of God! 


ILLVUI 
The question: “Who invent God?” is irrational, because as a hu- 
man being you cannot scrutinize your creator, because if God is 
greater than man, then it is not logical, that I, being something 
smaller, could question the greater. Incidentally, you only need 
to take a look at zoology, because rats can't question us humans 
either. The idea that everything is made up has been scientifical- 
ly refuted, since the discovery of the electron, muon and tauon. 
This does not mean, that the refutation of the statement: God is 
composed and someone must have made him too, proves, that 
God is not composed, because here again we are dealing with 
contrary opposites (tertium datur). The statement: 'God is com- 
posed' is refuted by the discovery and properties of the elemen- 
tary particles mentioned. Firstly, the proof of the statement, that 
God is not composite, presupposes the proof of God's existence 
and secondly, this refutation does not prove, ignoring the premi- 
se of God's existence, that God is automatically not composite. 
It only means, that the argument is refuted. But the opposite ar- 
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gument is not proven either. Thus, both are assertions that requi- 
re proof. 


I.LVIX 


This stems from the ,,Philosophiae naturalis principia mathe- 
matica“. Isaac Newton correctly states that you cannot normally 
decide whether you are at rest or in motion, as both definitions 
relate to each other. This means, that you set the table as the ob- 
ject here and then the toy car moves on the table, even if you 
move the table, the toy car will continue to change its initial 
coordinates towards the end point of the distance. The table does 
too, but we are not interested in that, because we want to know 
whether the car is moving and not the table. It must be said, ho- 
wever, that ea tempore Icaaci Newtoni, absolute thinking still 
prevailed. 


IL.LX 


Because a claim is not proof, but again an estimate based on one 
person's experience. Someone else could come up with a diffe- 
rent assertion. 
ILLXI 

For a statement or definition to be scientific, it is not decisive, 
whether it is falsifiable, my dear Mr. Popper, but whether the 
possibility of refutation or proof is theoretically given. In other 
words, whether the question that this or that definition or state- 


92 Movement is the change in the coordinates of the center axis of objects or 
subjects. 

93 An allegation is a statement made by a party whose credibility is based so- 
lely on the party's assurance. 
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ment is right or wrong can be answered. 


I.LXII 


This definition is quite comprehensive, because fraud can be 
both immaterial and material misconduct. In other words, chea- 
ting on your wife with your mistress as well as cheating on your 
business partner for financial gain. 


IL LX 


Pacifism is by no means the first commandment of the Bible, 
because then I would make myself an anti-pacifist every time I 
defended my life. It may therefore be necessary to kill my oppo- 
nent. The pacifist must also be allowed to do so. Whereby the 
ancient Greek term /Toditn¢”* is meant by political goals. 


ILLXIV 

The pseudo-scientific nature of jurisprudence: 

Every sphere is a geometric figure. Some geometric figures are 
green. The correct answer is not: No logical answer possible, 
but: Some geometric figures are not green. The “question” is ge- 
neral and therefore unspecified and consequently there can be no 
specified or concrete or closed answer to an open question. If 
you want a specific or closed answer, a question must be asked 
in a specific or closed way or conditions (functions) must be as- 
signed to this question! 


94 Fraud is the maintenance of a state that is no longer present. 
95 Pacifism is the rejection of all violence to achieve political goals. 
96 Polites = Citizen. 


The girl's hair color: A boy and a girl are talking: “I'm a boy,” 
says the blond child. “I'm a girl,” says the black-haired child. At 
least one of the children is lying. What color is the girl's hair? 
Solution: The girl is blonde. Let's assume the boy is telling the 
truth, then he is blonde. The girl claims to be black-haired, so 
she is also telling the truth. So they are both telling the truth, 
which is a contradiction to the condition, that at least one of the 
two children is lying. Let's assume that the boy is lying, then he 
is black-haired. The girl claims to be black-haired, but is blonde, 
so she is also lying. Both children are lying, so the condition “at 
least one of the children is lying” is fulfilled. Your answer is in- 
correct, because the question does not ask, who is lying. The 
question asks, what color hair the girl has. And secondly, it does 
not say, that both are lying. The correct answer is: If the girl has 
black hair, the boy is lying and if the boy has blond hair, the girl 
is lying. Perhaps you should think about your linguistic expres- 
sion. There it is written “saying” and that is a declarative senten- 
ce. This means, that it is statement against statement and cannot 
be formally and logically decided. You cannot refute premises. 
This is because the girl's statement is an independent assertion 
of the boy's statement, who can of course lie, even if the girl is 
telling the truth. If the girl is telling the truth, the boy can of 
course have green hair, because this is not explicitly excluded 
here. Your condition is therefore mathematically incomplete and 
conceptual nonsense! If you are aiming to link the two state- 
ments here, then you must also indicate this link mathematical- 
ly! Otherwise, it is statement against statement! I think that you 
angular lawyers should urgently get to grips with formal logic 
and especially with junctors! This is the ultimate proof, that you 
idiots are incapable of questioning your “logic”. A declaration of 
bankruptcy of law studies!?”* 


IL.LXV 


97 https://www.janko.at/Raetsel/Logik/021.a.htm 
98 https:/Awww.youtube.com/watch?v=YM6ktU10OhY 44 
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Results from the calculation of the immune system and muscle 
mass. This is because facial muscles also benefit from strength 
training and a healthy lifestyle. 


ILLXVI 

Argumentum ad ignorantiam: Not knowing is not valid! Futura 
est perceptio actionum, quarum volens effectus non verificabilis 
est. But since “future events” are not verifiable in the present 
either way, I don't have to prove anything to you, because I have 
proven something to you by means of present facts, equations 
and well-founded definitions. If you want to dispute this, it is 
your turn to prove, why a contrary observation theorem should 
or could exist in the future. Not knowing does not count! “To- 
morrow at three I will come” will be a future event if... (assump- 
tion!) and not a present tense! Physicists should study grammar 
first. So I don't have to prove to you, why there could be no “fu- 
ture” counter-evidence, but you, who doubt, have to justify your 
doubt, because not knowing does not apply! 


Negative terms may be defined negatively. 

That everything has been refuted so far is wrong, since, for ex- 
ample, Aristotle's syllogisms (modus ponens. modus tollens) are 
still in use. 


99 Beauty is the arrangement of physical proportions that serve to keep the 
body healthy or at least do not detract from it. 

100 Ignorance is the absence of knowledge (negative terms may also be defi- 
ned negatively). 


(gi 


ILLXVII 
Why and how do my definitions justify their infallibility? Be- 
cause infallibility can only be disputed, if a future event provi- 
des new knowledge. The question arises, as to what a future 
event is and whether it exists at all? First of all, there is a contra- 
dictio in adiecto here: future event = eventus futurus! First of all, 
eventus is a complete substantive past participle passive and the- 
refore belongs to the u-declension. perfectus = perfect, comple- 
te. This means that the term eventus has perfective properties. 
This completely contradicts the term futurus even as an adjecti- 
ve; contradictio in adiecto! In addition, the term futurum means 
a participle of esse, from which the adjective was formed. This 
means, that the term futurus means future, but the term eventus 
has a perfective character. Not logical! Furthermore, the exis- 
tence of a future event means, that it already exists (in the pre- 
sent???) and the possibility of changing it is automatically nega- 
ted. If “future” events exist, they are provable; if they do not 
exist, they are irrelevant. Non-knowledge is not a means of refu- 
ting arguments! Non-knowledge is the absence of knowledge. 
Argument: ,,Yes, but so far everyone has been disproved.” That 
is wrong! Einstein has not been disproved, Newton has not been 
disproved! You must provide compelling reasons for your 
doubts and, as explained, this cannot be justified with the argu- 
ment of the future, which would also be purely speculative and 
therefore not a conclusive argument. This leaves you with the 
only option of attacking the logic of the definitions themselves. 
Without a sound knowledge of philosophy and mathematics, this 
is formally hopeless. My definitions are therefore infallible! 
This is because a system, fact, state or statement is irrefutable 
and infallible for all eternity, if it is free of contradictions both 
internally and externally, i.e. both relatively and absolutely. In 
the case of a definition, this means firstly, that no contradiction 
can be shown in its content and that it does not contradict other 
definitions. In other words, this definition must not affect or ful- 
fill another definition (e.g. freedom from contradiction in the le- 
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gal system). What does this mean? There are now the following 
possibilities: One refutes the definition theory. However, this 
cannot be done with a conjunctive. So you need an objective 
means here, because you cannot refute reference system B with 
reference system A. But this brings us back to freedom from 
contradiction. You refute a single definition. This does not ne- 
cessarily require a counter-definition. You disprove, that the 
truth is dependent on the definition. You have to be a magician 
for that. Or finally: You find an irresolvable contradiction. 


I.LXVItl 


This excludes all technical achievements. You have to be able to 
till the field with an ox... You don't normally need a PC for self- 
preservation. 


ILLXVIX 
REFUTATION OF THE AXIOM OF INFINITY 
A set with an infinite number of elements does not exist, becau- 
se a Set is always finite, as it cannot otherwise be distinguished 
from other sets, and because set statements, measured values or 
units of measurement can only claim a propositional (scientific) 
truth value by means of their reference value (theory of relativi- 
ty). In a set N (0-5), the largest number is 5 and the smallest 
number is 0. Truth value (w). In a set N (0-100), the largest 
number is 98 and the smallest number is 9. truth value (f). In a 
set N (010 * 10°)... The largest number can therefore be determi- 
ned, with a reference value, as there is a superlative here, that is 
dependent on the positive and comparative. The universe had an 
expansion of x on 13.12.1968. The universe had an expansion of 
x? on 09.07.1986. Both true statements. This means that every- 


101 Everyday life is all independent efforts and undertakings for self-preser- 
vation. 
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thing is finite at a point in time x. Consequently, there are no 
sets with an infinite number of elements, as these sets would 
have to be infinite. The axiom of infinity is thus refuted in terms 
of formal logic and in accordance with the theory of relativity! 


IL.LXxX 


Results from scientific objectivity. 


IL.LXXI 


Latin: per-versio = turn around, reverse. 


ILLXXII 
Syllogism: 
1. All human beings are mortal. 
2. Sokrates is a human being. 
3. Sokrates is mortal. 


This is then converted into the following formula: 

1. All A are B. 

2. CisanA. 

3. CisaB. 

Points 2 and 3 are a logical contradiction. The formalization is 
therefore contradictory and incorrect due to a lack of grammati- 


102 A personal assessment is an inaccurate, erroneous and therefore contra- 
dictory empirical conclusion of an individual with regard to an object. 

103 Perversion is the arbitrary elevation of minority opinions, practices or be- 
haviors to the standard. 
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cal knowledge. 


1. All human beings are (=) mortal men (predicate noun). 
2. Sokrates is (=) a men. 

a Sokrates is (=) a mortal men. 

Formalized 

1. AlLA=A+B 

2. C=A 


3. C=A+B 


Again a logical contradiction. Formalization does not work with 
variables. So there are limits to formalization. I just wonder why 
none of these academics at Columbia or Havard have any idea 
about grammar. This is a special case of the predicate noun, 
which is also called the equational nominative in grammar. 
Here, variables are used to separate something that equates. This 
becomes a huge problem in predicate logic. 


I.LXXIil 


ILLXXHI 
Let's take the following example of predicate logic: 
1. Love is appreciation based on common interests with the 


104 A contradiction is the demonstration of an interrupted causal chain or in- 
terrupted causality of a fact or statement. 

105 A contrast is the hopelessness of the simultaneous existence of two diffe- 
rent, distinct, non-comparable objects (theories, statements, definitions) in 
the same place. 
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aim of sexual acts. 
2. A sexual act is the aim of intercourse between two sexes 
with the possibility of procreation. 


In variables: 

1. L=B+C+D 

De D=V+GtF 

ay L=B+C+D (V+G+F) 
Oder gleich: 
1. L=B+C+V+G+F 


That would be propositional logic. Because from the definition 
of love and from the definition of sexual action, one could also 
mathematically form a single one, and then an if-then sentence 
would result, which would be verifiable in propositional logic, 
but no longer in predicate logic. Here you can already see, that 
you cannot break down grammatically complex statements into 
variables, because there are no grammatically complex state- 
ments in mathematics. You simply cannot mathematically check 
any statement, because you cannot mathematically check the 
grammar, only abstractly. (Sorry, dear mathematicians, but I 
certainly haven't defined the ablative and genitive. I'm a bit too 
young for that). 

The problem here is the ability of mathematics to generalize 
everything (linearly). As soon as something becomes irregular, 
crooked and skewed, mathematics can only help to a limited ex- 
tent. 


I.LXXIV 


106 A theory is a system of universally valid statements obtained through 
pure reasoning. 
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ILLXXVIX 
My dear mathematicians: If is not a subjunction, but a conjuncti- 
on, because it does not subordinate anything, but co-ordinate. 
Because is a subjunction, because causal clauses are always sub- 
ordinating. Perhaps a Latin course would be... 


IL.LXXV 


Table 6 

niger, nigra, nigrum = shiny black. 

ater, atra, atrum = black. 

The term negro does not exist in Latin because it cannot be for- 
med. This is prevented by the word formation rules.'°* So there 
are no Negroes. The term is therefore nonsense. 


ILLXXVI 
Falsifiability of definitions: 
As already known, definitions can only be established through 
practice and observation: see sexual action and love, both of 
which describe empirically observable behavior. The definition 


107 A Negro is a person with black skin color, who was/is considered inferior 
in some regions of the world because of this. 
108 http://www.latein-imperium.de/include.php?path=article&contentid=22 1 
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of the definition theory, however, is also a system of universally 
valid statements, that must first be written down or stated 
through action (thinking). Because you have something here that 
someone calls a theory, something similar there and something 
related over there. You now infer the definition from these “ac- 
tions”. The term of time is similar: one physicist claims this, one 
mathematician claims this and another claims that. The decisive 
factor here is, whether you use the term time or clock time. This 
results in the problem of linguistic competence. To be able to do 
this adequately, you need a high level of linguistic competence 
and therefore a high level of linguistic literacy. This is not the 
case with natural scientists. So how can you falsify a definition? 
Formally, using my formula: Noun (subject) = predicate noun + 
genitive + + +... Substantively via the reductio ad absurdum, but 
also via a contrary perceptual or observational proposition. Ex- 
ample: A sexual act = the intercourse of two sexes with the pos- 
sibility of procreation. Falsifiable by the perceptual propositions, 
that either the intercourse of three sexes is possible simulta- 
neously (1 penis in 2 vaginas at the same time), or that the possi- 
bility of procreation is or was generally not observed or percei- 
ved. Science works with all-statements (all-quantifiers)! Not de- 
fining terms, as is sometimes the case in jurisprudence, corre- 
sponds to an immunization strategy and thus to dogmatism! A 
major problem is Karl Popper's lack of knowledge of Latin'”: 
there is no such thing as falsifiability, since the term literally 
means “to make false” and not to refute. Popper confuses abs- 
tractum with concretum here. In addition, Popper continues to 
confuse the Latin terms exercise (exercitare) with experience 
(experiri). In empirical science, exercise precedes experience. 
Experience results from practice (e.g. use of the genitive). Ex- 
ample: The practice of a catastrophe or the practice of an emer- 
gency medical service. Only with experience you don't become 
an expert here. In the humanities (mathematics, philosophy, lo- 


109 Karl Popper failed the matura (school-leaving examination in Austria) on 
his first attempt, because of logic and Latin. 
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gic) it is a little different: your brain develops with practice. Ho- 
wever, by practicing differential calculus or formal logical rea- 
soning, for example, you gain experience at the same time. This 
allows you to equate the terms practice and experience in the 
formal-empirical sciences, because a 10-year-old can no more 
define the term love, than a bakery sales clerk. And just because 
Popper cannot falsify definitions, does not mean, that this is ge- 
nerally true. Popper is falling into his own trap here. And this 
“not having to prove’, but falsify, is of course a nice justification 
for scientists to be able to claim any nonsense and garbage. If I 
don't have a definition of time, I can say all kinds of shit about 
it. You have to refute. And if a theorem is only supposed to be 
scientific, if the falsification set is not empty, then the whole of 
mathematics and logic is unscientific and therefore pseudos- 
cience, according to Karl Popper. Furthermore, Popper generali- 
zes too much, because not every theory or proposition, that fol- 
lows from induction, is pseudoscientific per se. Imagine, that 
medicines had to be tested on eight billion people, before they 
were approved. Popper's critertum of pseudoscience is therefore 
too general and not tenable in terms of scientific theory. How do 
you differentiate between the two? Karl Popper cites the theory 
of relativity as a science. However, this is by no means a scienti- 
fic theory, but a mathematical one, because differential geometry 
is not a natural science, but MATHEMATICS! And manifolds 
are an invention of the human mind, just like Leibniz's monads. 


Let us consider the following statements/definitions: 
1. love=a+d 
Ze love=c+z 


110 Pseudoscience is the immunization of a theory against criticism. 
by violating terttum non datur (ex falso quodlibet). 
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Due to tertium datur, we now have three possibilities: Firstly, the 
definition in point | is false and 2 is true. Secondly, the definiti- 
on under point 2 is correct and | is incorrect. Thirdly, both defi- 
nitions are false. Because of these options, the falsification sets 
for both definitions are not empty, regardless of whether we 
know these sets. This refutes Popper's view that definitions are 
not falsifiable, because if you ask: What is this? What is love? 
What is natural science? What is pseudoscience?”, then you are 
automatically asking for a definition; Karl Popper too. This is 
predicative propositional logic. In actual propositional logic, the 
“third” (both false) is not possible, because the statement, that 
Mr. Doe is a murderer is either true or false and this depends on 
the definition. Both definitions can be false, as definitions are 
all-statements and therefore complex and prone to error. This is 
because | or 2 is only true, if they are free of contradictions. 2 is 
therefore only false if 1 is free of contradictions or vice versa. 
However, if 1 is not free of contradictions, 2 is not automatically 
correct, as 2 can still be contradictory even if 1 is contradictory. 
Independence criterion of definitions! Popper's criterion of falsi- 
fiability is limited to all statements: All ravens are white is a 
scientific proposition, since it can be falsified by the observation 
of a single black raven. Then definitions, at least mine, are also 
falsifiable, since the definition: 'Love is the appreciation based 
on common interests with the aim of sexual acts' is an all-state- 
ment. It is therefore scientifically and theoretically falsifiable. 
But not every “definition” is scientific, only those, that meet my 
criteria for a definition. It was different in Popper's time.!"' 

Definitions are therefore scientific and thus falsifiable, if they 
represent universal statements and claim generalizing validity. 
Definitions and definitional theories therefore fulfill Popper's 


111S0 of course you can understand why Wittgenstein went after Karl Pop- 
per with a poker. Because you can also see this very clearly in Latin les- 
sons or Latin studies, that attempts are made to analyze synthetic langua- 
ges, which Latin and Ancient Greek definitely are - contradictio in adiec- 
to! And how can you convince someone of analytical philosophy who is 
powerless to accept such trivial concepts? 
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criterium of scientificity! 

Note: Perceptio = abstractum 

Observatio = concretum 

The falsification of (all-statements) definitions is possible, be- 
cause you cannot observe the definiendum (love), you can only 
perceive it, but the definition (appreciation based on common 
interests...) is very possible, because I have only observed the 
actions of people, who claim, that they love each other. Otherwi- 
se I couldn't come up with a definition. I can just as easily make 
abstract perceptions (experiences), e.g. that the nominative al- 
ways ends in -us or that every natural number always has a suc- 
cessor. As a 3-year-old, I don't know that. Or I can observe, that 
time is the extension of the change of bodies. 

Timeline 7 a.m. 1] a.m. 


__]}—_______ —. 


Abbildung 10 
The body expands from 7-11 o'clock, due to the supply of heat. 


The sun moves within this intermediate space. Note: The theory 
of falsification applies to all abstract and concrete all-statements, 
that are deduced through empirical observation or perception. 
However, we must now differentiate, because Karl Popper is 
confusing something here: The all-statement: All ravens are 
black is an indeterminate, pluralistic all-statement, that cannot 
be proven, but only falsified, because the number of elements in 
the set is unknown. The all-statement: All Germans are Nazis is 
an unscientific statement, because the number of Germans is 
known (80 million). Note: In the case of indefinite (indefinite 
pronouns) or plural all-statements, falsification has priority. The 
all-statement: 'Love is appreciation based on common interests' 
is a singular all-statement for which falsification by counter-ob- 
servation is possible in principle, but is the most difficult. The 
set contains only one term (element). In principle, the absence of 
contradiction is decisive in the case of two contradictory all- 
statements. Therefore, in the case of singular all-statements, the 
burden of proof always applies, firstly because it is much easier 
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to prove this, than to disprove it and secondly because of tertium 
datur, because contrary statements are not related to each other 
and therefore have no common denominator. Furthermore, 
imagine someone could claim that 1 + 1 = 3, and this is true un- 
til falsification! Note: Singular all-statements (single subject), 
such as definition V (64) on page 66, are subject to the burden 
of proof, due to tertium datur. Despite everything, even a presu- 
med proof must always be subjected to falsification. 


Of course, you also need to know, what an experiment is, becau- 
se experiri does not mean to observe, but to test, to try, to find 
out. This has nothing to do with our eyes and ears. Because in 
mathematics, you can test something without an “experiment”. 
The German terminology is nonsense and, stupidly, not a single 
person has any idea of Latin terms. Once again: Latin has count- 
less more terms than any other language and far more exact 
“terms” can be formed than in German 


What is an all statement? 
1. All ravens are white (no definition, but generalization). 
2.2 =1+ 1 (mathematical equation - prediction). 


3. Love = appreciation based on common interests with the aim 
of sexual acts (definition). 


All-statements can therefore appear as generalizations, predicti- 
onsordefinitions. 

Caution: Thus the definition is not: Love is the appreciation..., 
but:istheappreciation,dueto... 

This means: 3 + 4 is the definition and 7 is the definiendum/re- 
sult. 


112 Subject to reservation, see page 91. 
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appreciation based on com- 
mon interests with the aim of 
sexual acts 


{ 


Definiendum or value of defi- definition 
nition 


{ 


Result or value of the sum 


Table 7 

In the case of an abstraction as an all statement, the definition 
must be compared with the definiendum. So we compare the de- 
finiendum/result: “love” with the definitio: “is the appreciation 
due to common...” In the same way, we also compare the sum: 3 
+ 4 with the result: 7 or 8, 9, 10. The definition of the term or re- 
sult love (appreciation...) can be compared with the result: love 
by means of the reductio ad absurdum. This is therefore also an 
experiment, because an experiment, by definition, always re- 
presents an action. Empirical does not mean observing, but ex- 
periencing, determining! 

Eureipia (altgr.) = experience 

Eunetpixog (altgr.) = experienced one — expert 

experiri (lat.) = experience, to try out 

expertus (lat.) = experienced one, Expert 

conari (lat.) = try to 

conatus (lat.) = trial! 


Here, too, the terminology is imprecise. 
The diagram can be drawn like this: 


113 A statement, all-statement or proposition is scientific, if either the propo- 
sitional value true (w) or false (f) can be assigned to it. 
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Love = appreciation based on... 


Definiendum Definition 


Definition? Sum? x? y? 
Image 10 
Consequently, some authors refer to the definitio as definiens 
and the result of definiendum and definiens as definition: 


Definiendum Definiens (appreciation...) 

However, this is clearly grammatically incorrect because defini- 
ens is a present active participle and cannot be subbstantivized. 
This may be possible in German and Ancient Greek, but it is im- 
possible in Latin. Only the past participle passive can be sub- 
stantivized, using the word stock: mot-um. The ending is deleted 
and an -us of the u-declension is added'"* : movere = to move, 
motus = movement. What would be possible instead of definiens 
would be, for example, obiecta definientia or res definientia. 
Since definiens is singular, we kill two birds with one stone 
here: obiecta definientia is plural and this alone implies that the 
“definition” must contain at least two obiects. Theoretical alter- 
native. However, since the general public understands 3 + 4 as a 
definition, and the definition of the term (circular definition), 
among others, is based on this understanding, I propose here to 
call the result of definitio and definiendum a definition equation. 


I.LXXVIl 


114 http://www. latein-imperium.de/include.php?path=article&contentid=22 1 
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ILLXXVIII 

On falsificationism: All statements of the form: All ravens are 
black are subject to falsification, because they cannot be proven, 
since the set of all ravens is unknown and therefore cannot be 
verified. All statements of the form: All even numbers are divisi- 
ble by 2 are subject neither to the falsification obligation nor the 
“proof obligation”, because independently verifiable by arithme- 
tic. Definitions are subject to the burden of proof (reductio ad 
absurdum), because falsification is only possible by means of 
substantiation/justification (subjunction). There must always be 
a possibility of falsification, even if only theoretically. 


IL.LXXIX 

Be careful with the terms trial (conatus) and experiment (sam- 
ple): A trial (experiment) is always carried out, when an all- 
statement, obtained by pure reasoning, is to be verified. This is 
not the case with the mathematical definition, because the defi- 
nition is obtained by trial and not by pure reasoning! A verifica- 
tion of mathematical or other factual arguments is not possible 
and is also superfluous. However, this can only be defined in 
Latin in a contradictory way: 


115 A number is a constructed sign of geometric existences (line, straightline, 
point...), whose use is free of grammatical rules. 

116 A letter is a constructed sign of geometric existence, the use of which is 
subject to grammatical rules. 

117 Trying is winning an all statement. 
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«118 


ie um, captum per cogitandum. 
Proven by the proof of God. 
ILLXXX 


V (72): ,,Dictum omne (universalis) est propositio 
pluralisque singularis theoriae, qui status, qualitates 
et cetera elementorum suorum constituitque postulat 
validitatem pro elemento quoque systematis realtio- 
nis quoque. “'"” 


ILLXXXI 
If you want to overdo it with definition: 


V (73): ,, Triangulus regularis est figura areae linea- 
rum rectarum parium. “'?° 


V (73.1): ,, Triangulus isosceles rectus angulus est 
figura areae, eius linea recta longissima est hypote- 


nusa. “'! 


V (73.2): ,,Triangulus rectus angulus est figura 
areae, eius linea recta longissima hypotenusa est, 


sed nulla lineae paris est. “'** 


I.LXXXILI 


118 Probe is the verification of an all-statement, obtained by thinking. 

119 An all-statement is a pluralistic or singular proposition of a theory, tha 
describes states, properties, etc. of its elements and claims validity for 
every element of every reference system. 

120 Regular triangle: Figure of the area with three sides of equal length. 

121 Right-angled isosceles triangle: figure of the surface, whose longest side 
is the hypotenuse, with two equal sides. 

122 Right angled triangle: figure of the surface, whose longest side is the hy- 
potenuse, with three sides of different lengths. 
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LATIN BASICS 

Since I have already distinguished Latin as a reference language 
at the beginning, further justifications and criteria are of course 
necessary. It is also necessary to determine what a correct sen- 
tence structure is, because in English and French a correct sen- 
tence structure is not possible at all and all paradoxes, e.g. by 
Betrand Russell, are not paradoxes at all, because Betrand Rus- 
sell, like Karl Popper, has no idea about Latin. 


If. LXXXIL.0 


INFALLIBILE PRINCIPIUM 
In tenebra logicum certissimus ductor est.'” 


I.LXXXI10 


Upright gait and abstract thinking distinguish us from animals. 
Grammatical: Genitivus qualitatis. 


I.LXXXII.IV 


This can be seen quite clearly from the timeline, because the 
present is in progress and only what lies behind us is completed. 


123 In the dark, logic is the safest guide. 

124 Humans are mammals, capable of abstract communication. 

125 The past is the perception of a past action whose effect is verifiable. 

126 The present is the perception of an action, the effects of the result of 
which cannot be verified. 
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Therefore, neither the past nor the present can be checked 


ILLXXXIIL.V 

Now we come to sentence structure and correct Latin grammar. 
This is immensely important because, as already mentioned, it 
can rule out paradoxes. Because before I can examine a sentence 
for its content, I first have to determine whether this sentence is 
grammatically correct at all. A small example: adjective = belon- 
ging to the noun adverb = belonging to the verb. This results in 
the rule that an adjective or adverb can never stand alone and 
also not crosswise. The adjective must now always be with the 
noun and NEVER! without and the adverb must always be di- 
rectly with the verb! Anyone who does it differently is out! The 
sentence: 'Hans is beautiful’ is wrong! Thus, Russel's liar para- 
dox'’’: 'This sentence is false’ is also logically false, since the 
demonstrative pronoun always establishes a reference to the pre- 
vious sentence, due to its representative property for the noun - 
pro = instead of, instead of! Consequently, it has been proven, 
that Betrand Russell, although a high school graduate, has not 
the slightest idea of simple grammar — BANKRUPTCY DE- 
CLARATION! 

For this reason, I refuse to engage in any discussion with Anglo- 
American authors! Those, who cannot express themselves preci- 
Sely, still have the option of remaining silent. 


The basis of these refutations are: Formal logic, predicates and 


propositional logic, argumentation theory, implication, inducti- 
on, deduction, derivation, abduction. 


This is about Latin grammar and not ancient Greek grammar. If 


127 URL: https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Liar_paradox 
128 A complete and therefore correct sentence structure always contains a 
full predicate. 
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ancient Greek constructions are used here, they must be conside- 
red incorrect, because Greek grammar has no place in Latin! 
There is no accusativus limitationis, because Latin offers an ab- 
lativus limitationis here. You have to refrain from doing that! I 
will then translate this incorrectly on purpose! Adjectives cannot 
be substantivized, firstly because there is no rule for this, se- 
condly because an adjective is a PROPERTY WORD AND 
NOT A Noun, and thirdly because the derivation from adjectives 
is regulated here.'” Only verbs can be substantivized, because 
this is possible with the gerund. There is also no need to sub- 
stantivize adjectives, as Latin offers a multitude of possible desi- 
gnations in this respect! 

It is very important to establish clear semantics and syntax for 
reasons of equivocation. 

If the philologist says: “This is correct, because Cicero did it 
this way, then he is subject to an argumentum ad verecun- 
diam, a fallacy! 


REGULAE GRAMMATICI, 
quae ex logico formalio resultant. 


1. Ampliatio preadicati semper quo Verbo adsignificandum 
est! 

2. Praepositio inter adiectivum et verbum relationis illici- 
tus est! 

3. Praedicatum ad finem enuntiati, numquam compagis 
stat! 

4. Regula congruentiae absoluta rata est! 

5. Declinatio prior est coniugatione!'*° 

6. Deponentia activalis declenentur, quod offensum contra 
regulam congruentiae et Ablativum auctoris constat! 

7. Tempus grammatica narrandi praesens/praeteritum est, 


129 http://www.latein-imperium.de/include.php?path=article&contentid=221 


130 Deponentia only lose their active meaning in the perfect stem, since PFA 
and PPA exist and without the infinitive present a gerund in the nominati- 
ve: conare would not exist. Consequently, deponents in the present tense 
stem are conjugated both actively and passively. 
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quod tempus perfectum non est tempus aoristum, quod latinum 
non habet! Et quoniam contraposita temporum grammatici haec 
sunt: praesens ad perfectum, imperfectus (praeteritum) ad plus- 
quamperfectum, et futurus I ad futurum II, quod notio imperfecti 
false utetur. Enim possibilis est imperfectum et perfectum ad in- 
vicem referre. Et falsus est cogitandi inrelativi causa roma- 
norum. 


8. Preadicatum transmotus est, si cum sententia relativi 
obiectum sententiae primae definitur. 
9. Gentivus cum ampliatione praedicati illicutus est, quod 


definitio ampliationis preadicati resultat. 

10. | Ampliatio praedicati additamentum subiecti est, quod 
statum durabilem assignificat. 

11. —_ Non licet genitivum possessoris cum pronomine posses- 
sionis compensare, quod genitivus possessorem assignat, ast 
pronomen possessionis possessionem! 

12. Quam pronominibus ostentatioque possessio veluti cum 
articulis demonstrativorumque possessivorum significandi sunt! 
13.  Praepositiones relative utendae sunt, quod declinatio pri- 
or est coniugatione! 

14. Coniugatio non est genus grammatici, igitur compositio 
temporum grammaticorum cum genere neutri illicitus est 

15. — Genitivus Pretii tantum quam substitutionem adverbi uti- 
tur et numquam cum esso, quia amplicatio preadicati semper 
cum nominativo, quod genitivus pretii composita est et composi- 
tae semper cum genitivo faciatur! 

16. _—_ Praepositio ,,propter“ cum ablativus causae utitur praeci- 
pueque, ubi causa praeiaceat! Aliter accusativus! 

17. | Coniunctivus postulat semper subiunctionemque coni- 
unctionem; subiunctioque coniunctio et ne coniunctivum! 

18. = Adiectivum praedicativum stat in ablativo apud verbum 
coniugatum aut infinitivum! 

19. Genitivus subiectivus significandus est cum genitivo 
postposito, genitivus obiectivus cum genitivo praeposito, ut am- 
biguitates vitaretur! 
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20.  Verbi capitis, in usu activo, semper (sine excerptione!) 
postulant accusativum cum infinitivo. 

21. Verbi capitis sunt semper (sine excerptione!) regulari! 
Vide XX punctum! Ergo oratio obliqua postulant semper non 
aci, sed coniunctivus (exemplum nuntiare)! 

22. | Enim Subiunctiones tum coniunctivus postulant, cum 
sententiae temporaliumque causalium absunt. 

23.  Verbi capitis preastandi sunt aci, quia aliter 11 aci non 
praeparent. 

24. | Aequivocationes ex bassisignificatus (-us, u — Deklinati- 
on) derivandae sunt. Non potest consequenter, non est aequivo- 
catio! 

25. Ablativus comparationis utendus est in formis omnibus 
adiectionis! 

26. Cum verbum sistere PPP (status) formare possit, tum eti- 
am compositae exsistere, desistere, obsistere, insistere... PPP 
formare debent! 
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Rules, theorems, principles are derived from opposites as fol- 
lows (example of Latin cases): 


Area of validity 
Nominativus 


| I 


Akkusativus 


AV 
Ablativus 


Image 11 
The AV of the respective casus restricts the other accordingly 
and ad invicem. 


Athenagora vero ait intra se audito nomine: "Et Tarsia Apolloni- 
um nominabat patrem." Et demonstrantibus pueris pervenit ad 
Eum. 

submissus a um (a/o-Deklination) 

lowered hanging down, flowing calm, quiet, mild, serene False! 
Derivation? ABSTRACTUM! 

modest, humble, kneeling crawling, submissive 

Confusus Athenagora subiit. 

Incorrect, as violation of KNG rule. 

curas resolve dolorum. 

Wrong! An ablativus separationis must be used here (liberate, 
dissolve, dissolve). If you want to use the genitive case, choose 
a different imperative! 

tamen, ut hortamento laetitiae caream, dic quod interrogatura es 
et abscede. 

Wrong, because there is a head verb (dicere) in the imperative 
and this always triggers an ACI or NCI. A very serious, catastro- 
phic grammatical error! 

Interrogaturum esse! innocens intrarem per istum ignem. Intra- 
rem enim balneum, ubi hinc inde flammae per tubulos surgunt. 
very serious logical error: in-trare = intransitive = ergo: NO AC- 
CUSATIVE! 

O ardua potestas caelorum, quae me pateris innocentem tantis 
calamitatibus ab ipsis cunabulis fatigari! 

Very serious logical error! No passive possible with fatigari, but 
active! Passive only if quibus is at the beginning of the sentence! 
That's an F. 

pro quibus usque ad necis veni perfidiam. 

Incredibly bad semantics! 

in amplexu illius ruens Apollonius coepit flens prae gaudio ei di- 
Cere. 

GENITIV FALSE! 

tu es lumen oculorum meorum, quo me consolatus sum. 
PLURAL! 

Iam laetus moriar. 
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NUNC! 

Et narravit ei, quomodo a lenone comparata et in lupanari esset 
posita, et quomodo deus virginitatem suam custodivit. 

Such semantic nonsense that screams to high heaven! 

Erigens ergo se Tyrius Apollonius his dictis populo alloquitur: 
ad populum and not populo, because alloqui requires an accusa- 
tive! Secondly, a double ablative would also be stylistic groats! 
vestrum est, quod paternis amplexibus unica restituta est filia. 
How can you add something to a fatherly embrace? Rarely stu- 
pid semantic logic error! 

et omnes casus tuos, quos a iuvenili aetate es passus, expone per 
ordinem. 

How can you exhibit your suffering? 

Post haec veniens Tharsos vindica innocentem filiam tuam. 

How can you claim your innocent daughter? Caution: There is 
an accusative here! Vindicare can only be translated as avenge in 
conjunction with the ablative! What's with this nonsensical sen- 
tence structure? And 'for whom! is written with DATIV! 

Interea aperto sacrario oblatisque muneribus. For a double 
Ablativus absolutus there is no rule. Therefore incorrect use! 
Note the copula que! GIFT = DONUM! 

et luxi in Aegypto per annos XIIII uxorem flens fortiter. 
ABLATIVE! Temporal meaning with ablativus temporis and wi- 
thout preposition! 

post matris atque filiae mortem cupienti exitum vitam mihi red- 
didisti. 

CUPIENS! NOMINATIVUS! 

Cumque haec et his similia Apollonius narrans diceret, mittit vo- 
cem magnam clamans uxor eius dicens. 

The complete sentence is grammatically NONSENS! Firstly, 
there is no need for his in the ablative, secondly, several PPA's in 
a row are not allowed, as the sentence is incomplete because a 
complete predicate is missing! A complete sentence consists of 
complete sentence elements 

quem adamavi non libidinis causa, sed sapientiae ducem! 
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What is a leader of wisdom? Role model = exemplum, auctori- 
tas, idea! 

Sonat in tota Epheso. 

resound = crepare, clangere! Oh, Man! 

Tyrium Apollonium recognovisse suam coniugem. 

How can Apollonius of Tyre recognize his wife? Shouldn't he 
have found her again? To find again = reperire, recipere! 
"Videte, cives Tharsi, non sufficit, quantum ad suam malignita- 
tem, quod homicidium perpetratum fecerunt: 

What nonsensical language! If you don't know Latin, you'd bet- 
ter shut up! Firstly: Satisfied = satis! Copula missing! “How gre- 
at to your wickedness”? What do you call a sentence structure 
without a predicate? And what is the difference between a mur- 
der and a completed murder? You have to be that stupid! 

insuper et per regni mei vires putaverunt periurandum 

You thought the perjury? What kind of nonsense is that again? 
Firstly: There could only be a gerund and not a gerundive here, 
because an object is missing for the gerundive. A gerundive al- 
ways has to have an object, as this cannot be an independent ob- 
ject! Secondly: A noun would also be possible, but then an infi- 
nitive is missing. Thus incomplete sentence structure, as an ACI 
or NCI can only be recognized by the infinitive and not by the 
accusative object alone! Set Latin an F and therefore failed. 
quod visuri estis, et testimoniis vobis probabo. 

Pove = approbare! Probare means to test! Testimontis = with tes- 
timonies! Because: If testimonium = proof, then probare cannot 
mean prove! Predicate logic is a matter of luck! So the sentence 
means: because you are seeing, and with testimonies I will test 
you! This results in a completely different statement because the 
author does not know Latin! 

scelesta Dionysias imo corpore contremuit. 

With such nonsensical constructions, you have to ask yourself 
how you can tremble only in the lowest body? If you don't know 
Latin, STOP! 

Mirantur cives. 
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FALSE! STUPENT! Wrong semantik! 

Tarsia iubet in conspectu suo adduci Theophilum vilicum 

Wrong semantics. Conspectu = face, not eyes! Eye = oculus! 
Wrong preposition! 

Quique cum adductus fuisset, ait ad eum Tarsia: 

When every single one (quique) had been paraded? Could it get 
any stupider? 

Theophile, si debitis tormentis et sanguini tuo cupis esse consul- 
tum et a me mereri indulgentiam. 

I don't translate stupid, unclear sentence constructions! The sen- 
tence is grammatically completely incorrect. Debitis as an adjec- 
tive must come after the noun, otherwise it is a verb! Wrong! 
You got an F again! The subjunctive is missing! You commit a 
plan to be? How crazy is the author? And that you acquire indul- 
gence from me. Whereby that is not correct Latin either, because 
how can you acquire indulgence? Forbearance can only be gran- 
ted, but never actively acquired. Ergo PARCERE with the dative 
case! 

quis tibi allocutus est? 

Who has been addressed to you. WHAT IS THIS NONSENSE? 
Persuade = Persuadere! 

Tunc omnes cives, sub testificatione confessione facta et addita 
vera ratione confusi rapientes. 

onfusi rapientes must be placed before the comma, as it belongs 
to the first sentence! Otherwise a different sentence structure! 

ut etiam corpora eorum terrae sepulturae negarentur. 

Preposition in terrae is missing, because ablativus loci! 

Volentes autem Theophilum occidere. 

WRONG SUBSTANTIVIZATION! 

BECAUSE NOW I'VE HAD ENOUGH! Autem is also semanti- 
cally incorrect here. So if you get half of four words wrong... 
nisi ad testandum dominum horarum mihi spatia tribuisset. 

If not with this be prayed to the Lord of hours me period he 
would have given. WHAT IS THIS NONSENSE? Gerundive 
used completely wrong! A participle of necessity with a logical- 
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ly passive meaning! The genitive case is wrongly placed in the 
sentence, as it cannot be related because of mihi. sine modo - 
without measure sine modo ac modestia - without measure and 
purpose. If the latter translation is correct, the first translation 
must be wrong, because if the latter is correct, sine modo cannot 
be an adjective. So much seems to have been unclear to the an- 
cient authors 

modo me vestra felicitas non defendisset. 

now your bliss would not have protected me? I understand that 
neither grammatically nor semantically! Take place: F! 

Tum a praesenti Theophilo libertatem cum praemio donavit. 
Then from-present? to whom Theophilus gave freedom with the 
reward? Stupidity follows stupidity here. Every following sen- 
tence surpasses the previous one by far! What does “present” 
mean, please? Sogleich = MODO! An ablative on -i only exists 
with adjectives, because I'm not opening up a new declension 
class for six nouns. 

Another small example: 

At ego fide mea spondeo futurum ut omnia longe ampliora 
quam a me praedicantur invenias.'*' sed hoc ipsum amantis est, 
non onerare eum laudibus. 

Plinius, the younger, arbitrarily uses invenire here as find. This 
is therefore proof that at least Pliny was not in a position to ana- 
lyze invenire; namely that it is a composite of venire and the pr- 
eposition in. The second sentence cannot be followed by aci be- 
cause amantis est would have to be a predicate noun and amantis 
can only be used as an adjective. But since there is no nominati- 
ve case, the whole sentence is grammatically incorrect! As a na- 
tive speaker, a declaration of bankruptcy. So Pliny didn't even 
know the rudiments of Latin!’ 


131 C. Plinius Iunio Maurico suo S. — Liber primus, Epistula 14. 

https://www. lateinheft.de/plinius-der-jungere/plinius-epistulae-liber-primus- 
epistula-14-ubersetzung/ 

132 https://www.gottwein.de/Lat/ApollTyr/HistA poll45.php 


https://www.frag-caesar.de/lateinwoerterbuch/esse-uebersetzung.html 


https://www.navigium.de/latein-woerterbuch.html 
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Urbs Aquensis, urbs regalis, regni sedes prinzipalis, prima reg- 
num curia. Regni regnum pange laudes, quae de magni regis 
gaudes Caroli praesentia. 

Rarely have I read such nonsense. The city of Aachen, the city 
of ??? regalis does not exist in Latin, as there is already regius 
for royal. You cannot form this verb. First very serious gramma- 
tical error. Why doesn't the author know that? 

The seat of kingship of the first? 

What? 

With the first senate building of the reign of the king? 

Since the author has not indicated whether the ablative or nomi- 
native case is used, I deliberately translate with the ablative. 
Strike or fortify the praise of kingship kingship? 

Double genitive? Stylistically very interesting. Strike in the prai- 
se? Well, I'm sure Charles was delighted. 

Which above the great kingship the praise of Charles present? 
Unfortunately, I only understand nothing, as the preposition de 
can only ever be followed by the ablative. Second serious gram- 
matical error. If this really was written by an adult, he was pro- 
bably in a mental hospital, because of his grammar skills. At le- 
ast that's where he belongs, like all scholastics. It is well known, 
that the scholastics knew neither Latin nor Ancient Greek. It 
should therefore be clear, that in this book you are still screwed 
with a Latinum, as well as with a study of Latin, since this non- 
sense is also taught at university. 

Moreover, due to the nonsense and proven inability to think lo- 
gically in ancient Roman society, I have a completely different, 
corrected and therefore more objective picture of cultural co- 
existence than all historians. Language educates! The predicate 
noun and participle are important for definitions: A predicate 
noun is always in the active and nominative case. It is therefore 
not possible to form the predicate noun using a participle, becau- 
se a participle participates in both the verb and the adjective, i.e. 
in both the conjugation and the declension. When used as a per- 
fect passive, it cannot be declined, only conjugated. Consequent- 
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ly, it is not a participle, but a verb, because it does not participa- 
te in the declension. 


Passive Perfekt Passive Perfekt | Passive Perfekt 
Verbum Partcipe Participe 
Maskulinum Maskulinum 
Singular Plural 


1 1 


VERBUM PARTICIPE 

Table 8 

Thus futus-sum can never be a predicate noun. This was leveled 
or not understood in ancient Latin, which is why the copula 
(esse) was usually omitted. However, as we have just shown, 
this is wrong. All words that cannot be declined, i.e. only have 
one possible inflection, are not participles. All words, that cannot 
be declined are at least verba actionis. 


An adverb already has its function in its name by indicating that 
it belongs to the verb. Consequently, it has a very high probabili- 
ty of not being declinable. And an intensifier is not a declension. 
Get a grip on your grammatical terms. You haven't heard the 
shot! Regardless of the definition, the perfect passive was also 
written together. Just because someone has written it separately 
does not make it a participle 

Example: 

agere - Futura I active indicative 1.Person = eg-ero = egero 

esse - Futura I active indicative 1.Person = ero 

Notice anything? The perfect passive was written together in the 
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original Latin because it is a SYNTHETIC LANGUAGE AND 
NOT AN ANALYTIC LIKE GERMAN. It is impossible to 
translate synthetic languages into analytical ones. The perfect 
passive of esse is: 

futussum (Double consonant!) 

futusses 

futussest 

futisumus 

futiestis 

futisunt 

I don't see any participle at all. LATIN, OLD GREEK and SAN- 
SCRITIC are the three most important languages in the world! 


ILLXXXIL.VI 

SYNTHETIC AND ANALYTICAL TRUTH VALUES 
A definition per se is such an analytical truth value or a simple 
statement, because without justification it is “unscientific”, 1.e. it 
cannot be verified unless it is obvious (1 + 1 = 2). Love is the 
appreciation based on common interests... is in itself a purely 
analytical truth value that has no relevance without justification. 
The justification of this definition is always synthetic (experi- 
ence), because if you ask a ten-year-old to define the term love, 
he will draw a picture of mom and dad kissing. This means that 
it is only through practice or training (exercére) that our brain 
eventually acquires the ability to think in terms of concepts and 
definitions and to define concepts (empiricism). This is precisely 
what Kant, Frege and Wittgenstein were unable to do: Define 
concepts. Secondly, they all lacked the knowledge of brain re- 
search, psychology, grammar and the like. They always placed 
themselves outside the effect of their own principles, theorems 
or axioms: 
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Bertrand Russell's statements range of validity: 


Bertrand Russell’s Statements Area of validity 


Preaching water and drinking wine. 
Image 12 


ILLXXXIILVII 
CORRECTION PREDICATE LOGIC 
The negation of the statement “Everything is green” can be for- 
mulated either as “Not everything is green” or as “There is 
something that is not green”. (Source: Wikipedia) This is wrong, 
because: The opposite of “Everything is green” is “Nothing is 
green) The opposite of ‘Not everything is green’ is ‘Something 
is green’. Adverbial adjective. Indefinite pronoun. If a rule does 
not work once, it is considered disproved! Furthermore, there 
are no verbs for future 1, future 2, perfect and past perfect in 
German, neither active nor passive, because these forms are for- 
med using the participle. Unfortunately, the participle is not a 
verb or adjective, but a PARTICIPLE. That means participle. 
The statement form: “Augustus was defeated” communicates 
both a historical event and a quality, namely that of “being de- 
feated”. In the active: “Augustus has defeated” likewise. In La- 
tin, there are verb forms of the perfect, past perfect and future 
tense 2, but not in German! Vici = I have defeated, amavit = I 
have loved, motui = I have moved. Likewise in the passive voi- 
ce: Victussum, amatussum, motussum. Latin is a synthetic lan- 
guage! There is no tense formation using participles - neither 
active nor passive. However, it is possible to paraphrase passive 
constructions with ablativus absolutus, reformulate to active 
with nominative instead of ablativus auctoris and with gerundive 
constructions. Thus, propositional and predicate-logical formu- 
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lations of the German language would only be formally permis- 
sible in the present and imperfect tenses. Praedicare = to declare 
publicly, statement = dictum! To say something = dicere. Be 
careful with circles, because conjugated or declined form! So, 
dear logicians: ,,Quid faciamus?” or rather ,,Quid faciatis?”’ You 
can no longer hold your contradictory arguments. 


IE.LXXXI.VOI 
The term stupidity describes inability, the term stupidity implies 
intent! 


I.LXXXILIX 


IL.LXXXII.X 
If the number | is a set, the number 0 can no longer be a set, be- 
cause a set always contains at least one element, otherwise the 
term set would be contradictory and therefore unscientific. It is 
therefore impossible to define numbers, because if | is a set... 
(predicate noun + genitive), zero would also have to be defined 
as a set, which, as just shown, would be contradictory. 


I.LXXXII.XI 
Dear methaphysicists: concrete and abstract objects do not exist, 
since concretus = concrete (grown together, condensed, hard) 
and abstractus = objectless (dragged away). Thus circular! For 
how can there be concrete objects and abstract objects? 


IL. LXXXIL-XII 


133 The proof of God is the proof of a necessity of his existence that is im- 
possible for man to create. 
134 A thing is the indeterminate object of investigation. 
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ILLXXXILXII 
If you cannot disprove the justification of my assertion, state- 
ment, definition or only the definition, it is correct, because it 
would be unbelievable if I were accused of making a mistake 
without refuting the justification of correctness! 


IE.LXXXII.XITV 
Perception theory: 


And not the use of our senses to acquire information about the 
world. Because informatio (lat.) = information'’’®. Who do you 
want to get informatio from? From the car, from the plant? Fur- 
thermore: The subject is not able to recognize the object, if it is 
not present, because perception is only possible in relation to it, 
because: 


Reference system 1 without car Reference system 2 with car 
Image 13 


An observer in reference system | has no knowledge of refe- 
rence system 2 with a car. It is therefore not possible for him, to 
know about the car, ergo this car does not exist. The same app- 
lies in court: even if he commits 100 violations of the Narcotics 
Act, but nobody notices or reports them, they have not taken 
place! Ergo, perception is dependent on the subject, who must 


135 Perception is the recognition of changes in our environment. 
136 It is a German peculiarity to replace existing German terms such as 
»Auskunft* with Latin equivalents. 
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perceive the object to be recognized, which is only possible wi- 
thin the same frame of reference. If the car is outside my cogni- 
tion, it does not exist. THEORY OF RELATIVITY! 


I.LXXXILXV 


Rectus = upright, straight. 


Image 14 


If you draw the central axis, there is a right one! There is always 
a right angle, if there is at least one obtuse or acute (non-right) 
one. Every square figure always has a right angle. If you could 
now prove to me, that there are corners in a circle... 


This is not a circular arc. 


137 A circle is a figure without a right angle (angulus rectus). 
138 The hypotenuse is the shortest connection from the anathema to the anti- 
cathema. 
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I.LXXXILXVI 


This requires a sound knowledge of Latin. The translation is un- 
fortunately inaccurate, as the Vulgar Latin lacks precision and 
variety of terms. 


,, Lhe freedom of the person is inviolable” is a grammatically in- 
correct sentence due to the above definition of the adjective. An 
adjective may no longer be used alone as a predicate noun, be- 
cause the term itself implies a noun. But an adjective is not a 
noun. This is therefore formally incorrect. Grammatically cor- 
rect is the sentence: The freedom of the person is an inviolable 
fundamental right! (CNG RULE!) This can no longer be restric- 
ted.'*° 


I.LXXXILXVIT 


139 Property is the permanent form of the appearance of things. 

140 State is the current form of the appearance of things. 

141 An adjective is a description of the permanent quality of a word. 

142 A predicate noun is the description of the actual property of a word in the 
nominative case (subject). 

143 Constitution of the Federal Republic of Germany, Article 2, Basic Law. 
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I. LXXXILXVITI 


It is therefore only possible to determine by definition whether it 
is a direct (horizontal) pair of opposites or an oblique one. Dia- 
gonal does not apply here, because it only means diameter! Hy- 
potenuse fits exactly. 

Drawing: > 


ae 


rectus!” perpendiculus'** diagonalis'”” 
libratus'*° obliquus'*! 
Image 15 


144 Self-defense is an act to protect one's own life or existence or health with 
all available means. 

145 A lie is the concealment of knowledge by pretending the opposite to the 
detriment of the person concerned. Passior is deduced from the verb pati. 
See page 274 for the definition V133. 

146 Truth is the actual property of an object to function according to the laws 
of logic. 

147 upright, straight. 

148 vertical. 

149 hypothenusic. 

150 horizontaly. 

151 oblique. 


12 


You can now see that diagonal is not the same as the direct op- 
posite. There are minute micro-differences in Latin. And upright 
does not mean straight. Upright can be straight if...and horizon- 
tal can also be straight if...depending on the definition! ! 


Oblique (indirect) or digital contrast: 


OS 
ie 


ILLXXXILIX 
A subject can neither be substance nor act independently, becau- 
se this is the word subicere. Subiectum is the past participle 
PASSIVE. A passive can never act, but is treated. The problem 
here is the nonsensical and also grammatically forbidden sub- 
stantivization of adjectives. Subiectivus is an adjective and the- 
refore NOT a noun. This is easily recognized by the genitive 
subiectivus. The participle is translated as “the subject. The 
noun with subject. Genitivus subiectivus: clamor virorum (the 
clamor of men). The noun (clamor) is governed by (subject to) 
the genitive (of men). This means that the noun (clamor) is inde- 
finite without the genitive, i.e. general, and is determined more 
precisely by the genitive (of men), i.e. restricted, subjugated. 
The second feature of the genitive subiectivus is the active form: 
The men shout. In the genitive obiectivus (virorum clamor) the 
men are shouted for, the genitive is governed or subjugated by 
the noun (Shouting). Ergo, this is a passive form of a statement. 
There is nothing philosophical to investigate. I work with the 
terms noun and verb! For me, subjectivus and objectivus are ad- 
jectives as in Latin (res subiectivus, res obiectivus). The subject 
is subject to the action of the sentence; the object is the goal. I 
came to this conclusion through Nietzsche's criticism of Kant's 
critiques, which he is absolutely right about, because Nietzsche 
was a first-class philologist and therefore extremely precise lin- 


Image 16 
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guistically, in consideration with his time. Hegel and Kant, on 
the other hand, compete cum aliis for the crown of stupidity. Ob- 
jective means concretus. 


I.LXXXI1.XX 
Do we now have to define all words or only terms and which 
types of words all fall under the notion term? That is relatively 
simple: 

1. ,,Notio significatio nominalis summarii grammaticum 
obiectorum (cum deenti attributo) est, quae ad ea in re- 
lationem habent.“ 

2. Noun = Designation, naming. 

Example: The terms time and love summarize something. 


) = 1 + 1 + ? 
(Summary) = (Parts of the summary) 
(Time) = (Change of expansion...) 


The nouns mutation (mutatio) or expansion (expansio) do not 
denote a summary. Here, both the genitivus subiectivus and 
obiectivus as well as the declension group (e.g. u- or consonan- 
tal declension) must be taken into account. This means that if it 
is a gerund, there is no definiendum in the abstract sense. Must 
not! be defined. 


I.LUXXXII-XXI 


Hate is therefore not directly opposed to the concept of love (see 
p. 27-29). 


152 Hatred is contempt based on common interests due to a violation of ho- 
nor with the aim of making amends. 
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I.LUXXXIIXXII 


Thus only possible with animals. The Latin-speaking academic 
knows from the noun seminium that the term race comes from 
the plant world and is caused by breeding 


ILLXXXII-XXIII 
To justify the definition of truth: 1 + 1 = 2 is said to be correct 
(true). This arithmetically results in: 2 =1+ 1. 
The truth of the value of the sum = sum. 
The truth of (2) is therefore 1 + 1. 
Ergo, the following applies accordingly: The concept (x) is the 
truth of its definition (y + z). Thus, truth is the property of an 
object (res) to function according to the laws of logic. 
However, this does not apply at all in the jurisdiction of govern- 
ments legitimized by elections. Parliament controls the govern- 
ment, but no one controls the Supreme Court or the BVerfG'. 
Both are ultimate ministries of truth, subject only to their cons- 
cience. And conscience is a truly poor guide in legal matters. 
“But we can speak our minds and live in freedom.” That is, in 
short, formal logical nonsense. If the ultimate jurisdiction is no 


153 Racism is the restriction of basic or civil rights on the basis of belonging 
to a race/nation. 

154 Race is the affiliation to a (ethnic) group with different innate behaviors 
and mental or physical abilities. 

155 The Bundesverfassungsgericht is the highest court in Germany for con- 
stitutional issues and usually rules against the lower courts. However, it 
does not accept all appeals and does not justify this rejection, which some 
lawyers themselves consider to be unconstitutional. 
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longer subject to any control (scientific or mathematical stan- 
dards), but only to conscience, then the system is based on good 
faith. This is like the Bible: the door is open to arbitrariness. Be- 
cause if it is up to an ultimate supervisory authority to determine 
what counts as proof or disproof according to its own discretion 
or “conscience”, then we cannot speak of the rule of law or sci- 
ence at all, but of charlatanry, arbitrariness and witchcraft. In 
this respect, I do not reject the entire legal system on anarchistic 
grounds, but because of the lack of scientific standards 


IL.LXXXILXXIV 
Proof that 1 is a prime number: It is a prime number if the divi- 
dend (1) has the property of being divisible by itself (the divi- 
dend) and the divisor 1. 
Formal logic: 


This means that 1 is a prime number! Without | as a prime num- 
ber, it is not possible to derive a formula for its distribution. 


Dividend : Divisor = Quotient 
(2) = U1) (2) 
Divisor : Dividend = reverse value 
(1) > (2) (0,5) 


You must not make the mistake of only exchanging the numbers, 
but also the terms. Mathematics is based on definitions. Logic is 
usually simple. 


IL.LXXXIILXXV 
Underpinning determinism: 
Definition: Logic is the derivation of a result by which equality 


156 A prime number is the property of the dividend to be divisible by the di- 
vidend and the divisor 1. 
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or inequality can be determined by means of a comparison. 
1 + 1 =2 (base) 1 + 2 =3 (derivation) +1 (result). 
The result is 1 + 1 = 2 (base) 1.5 + 0.5 = 2 (derivative) +/-0 (re- 
sult). 
Since logic is the only way to determine differences, it is indis- 
pensable and the ultima ratio for finding the truth. Because: If 
you can't tell black from white or hard from soft, the following 
applies: Si omne atrum, nihil! However, since almost everything 
has to be justified (see medicine), determinism is the only opti- 
on. 

ILLXXXILXXVI 
If it is claimed, that language must first be invented, then there 
is a point in time x at which no language exists. If language has 
to be invented, then you have to explain, how it works, otherwi- 
se you are contradicting your own assertion. Infants learn lan- 
guage from other people. If you let a small child grow up among 
wolves, it will never learn to speak. Brain research: If you let a 
10-year-old define love, he will draw a picture of mom and dad 
kissing. As the brain also has to develop first, it is in no way ca- 
pable of inventing languages such as Latin. This means, that at 
some point in the past, a sufficiently developed brain must have 
come up with the idea of language without knowing the idea of 
language. This also means, that the person must develop Latin or 
another complex Indo-European, Arabic or other language. 
According to brain research, brain development is a question of 
training. How can someone train their brain towards language, if 
the possibility of training does not exist due to the lack of lan- 
guage? You will therefore have to explain to me, how you think 
it is possible to get from “uhga uhga” exclamations to the ablati- 
ve. Ablativus is derived from the past participle passive ablatus 
from the infinitive “auferre”. This means to carry away. Since 
you have no declension at all, but only an incomplete conjugati- 
on (coniungere = to combine), you also have no indicative, be- 
cause the ablative does not exist, since the nominative does not 
exist either and therefore you are not able to derive basic forms 
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of both the declension and the conjugation! Note also that aufer- 
re is an irregular verbum actionis, which you cannot have either, 
as no regular verb exists. Nominativus is also derived from the 
past participle passive “nominatum” (which you also don't have, 
because there is no declension)! So you have nothing to back up 
your assertion and with which you can regulate the use of lan- 
guage! You also need to determine, which language is being in- 
vented: Synthetic language or analytic language? If you are una- 
ware of this classification, you should urgently study Indo-Euro- 
pean studies, linguistics or Latin! 


100 Latin 
German/English 
0 
3000 B.C. 1000 B.C. 2024 B.C. 
Image 17 


Consonantal Singular Plural 
ee ee 


Tabelle 9 

So you can see very clearly, that without the nominative, the no- 
minal case, Latin does not work. In this declension group, the 
nominative has no ending. In the a/o declension it does: amic-a, 
amic-u-s. The word stem is therefore amic in contrast to amor in 
the consonantal declension. This means, that the actual term 
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would be amic (in the a declension), amicu (in the o declension) 
or amor (in the consonantal declension). The formally correct 
term would not be the word stem or word stock, but the word in 
the nominative case, but you can use the word stem here as the 
term, since in the consonantal declension the nominative has no 
ending. In order to invent this procedure, you must be able to 
think of everything without the nominative case and, above all, 
you must be able to derive a system for the inflection of irregu- 
lar verbs and nouns. Since this is irregular, you cannot deduce it; 
what you cannot deduce is impossible to invent. Logic only ever 
works like a graph: linearly. You cannot invent English and Ger- 
man as original languages, as these are subsets of Latin and only 
developed in the 14th/15th century. Let me ask you once again: 
Which language do you think was invented and why? Synthetic, 
analytic, Latin, Ancient Greek, Hebrew, Sanskrit, Aramaic, As- 
syrian... Nominative is the indication of the basic form of the 
word. Conjugation is the joining of words (caution, compass). 
Thus, conjugation does not in fact exist in German. Analytic 
versus synthetic language. 


Question: How do you want to display the basic form if it is not 
available? Before you can think language, grammar must be pre- 
sent, which does not work without language (concepts). The op- 
posite must be proven. 

You are free to disprove this definition if you have sufficient 
knowledge of grammar. Good luck! You will need it! 

You also have to justify why the personal endings in the e conju- 
gation in the Ist person singular end in -o, in the 2nd person in 


157 Nominative is the indication of the basis of nouns/nouns or concepts. 
158 Conjugation is the combining of words. 
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-s and in the 3rd person in -t? Mon denotes the word stem, e the 
characteristic vowel of the conjugation class, re the infinitive en- 
ding and 0, s and t the personal ending. 

If you want to maintain your assertion, that it is humanly possi- 
ble to invent language, you need to explain, how you come up 
with the infinitive ending and the personal endings? Because 
why doesn't it say monep, or moneq or monek or in the infinitive 
not monece instead of monere? As soon as you cannot justify 
something, it is inconsequential and therefore unscientific. Con- 
sequently scientifically irrelevant. But as my colleague Vince 
Ebert succinctly put it some time ago on Nuhr im Ersten: ,,You 
just have to believe in it strongly enough, then it will work!’”!” 


P.S. I don't have to prove anything here, just show that your as- 
sertion is inconsequential. 


Infinitive mon-e-re 
1. Pers. Singular mon-e-o 
De Pers. Singular mon-e-s 
By Pers. Singular mon-e-t 


Caution is also required here. The nominative case is not the ba- 
sic form, but merely the base. Only Latin is an exact language. 
Justification: 

o — declension: 

Nominative: amic — us, 

Consonantal declension: 

Nominative: amor - 

This means that there cannot be a base form here, as the nomina- 
tive is already declined in the o-declension. As can be seen from 
definition 86, the nominative is therefore only the base. 


ILLXXXILXXVII 
And here are some examples of how many professors in the 
field of philosophy are incapable of correct sentence structure: 


159 Vince Ebert (born May 23, 1968 in Miltenberg as Holger Ebert) is a Ger- 
man comedian, cabaret artist, author and physician. 
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some philosophers can't find (invenire) work.” = propositional 
logic, due to your non-existent Latin. Correct German: ,,Some 
philosophers are unemployed.” = predicate logic. ,,Not all smo- 
kers die of cancer.” = propositional logic, because again gram- 
matical nonsense.' 

Correct German: ,,Not all smokers die of cancer.” = predicate lo- 
gic. 

Latin: ,,Non cancro morior.” 

Literal translation: ,,I will not die from cancer.” Ablativus aucto- 
ris. 

If you don't know the difference between passive and active, this 
is more than just a declaration of bankruptcy. 

Mori (lat.) = deponent. Deponentia do not exist in active forms. 
In terms of formal logic, dying actively is not even possible, be- 
cause it can also happen in sleep and is therefore not an activity. 
If only your pseudo-philosophers and mathematicians knew the 
difference between a statement and a predicate... 


ILLXXXILXXVII 
The multiplication law x e 1 = x is wrong, because since ele- 
mentary school the following has applied: 
Factor e Factor = Product. Therefore it says: Factor (z) @ Factor 
(y) = product (x). For all x, y, z is an element of R. 
This results in the following multiplication law: 
z @ (y=1)=z=x! IDENTITY EQUATION. 
Consequently: 1 e 1 = 1. 
Therefore, the number | is firstly prime and secondly composed 
of the factor (z = 1) and the factor (y = 1). The quantity you are 
looking for must never be on both sides of a simple, solvable 
equation, because x =z + y and not x =z+x 


Factor e Factor = Product 
Z e sy =x 
IL.LXXXILXXIX 


160 Grundkurs Philosophie, Band 1 Logik, Seite 78, Wolfgang Detel, Re- 
clam, 2007, ISBN: 978-3-15-018468-4). 
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Refutation of the Peano Axioms 


1. 0 ist a natural number. 

2. Every natural number n has a natural number n' as a suc- 
cessor. 

3. 0 is not a successor of a natural number. 


Firstly wrong syntax, secondly wrong grammar, thirdly wrong 
semantics! 


1. The number 0 is a natural number. 

Zs Every natural number n has (est) a natural number n' as 
its successor. 

3. Number 0 is not a successor of a natural number. 


Now these 3 axioms have been refuted, as they are circular defi- 
nitions. Therefore unscientific and irrelevant. Number 3 is alrea- 
dy refuted, because Peano has to mark the set No before set N 
for his axiom to be valid. If you use terms differently than in the 
grammar, you must justify this. Otherwise irrelevant. An empty 
set does not exist - contradictio in adiecto. 


I.LXXXIDLXXX 
REFUTATION OF THE EXISTENCE OF A GERMAN, 
ENGLISH, SPANISH LANGUAGE... 


Image 18 
Thus, a German language no longer exists, because, for exam- 


ple, the three verbs: shave, triumph, cheer'®' are linguistic ele- 
ments of Latin, because: triumphare, iubiliare, radere (rasum, 
PPP), corresponding to the German verb 'rasieren'’. Consequent- 
ly, the declarative sentences are: I am shaved, I cheer and I tri- 


161 In German: rasieren (rasum - radere) = shave. Jubeln (iubiliare) = cheer 
etc. 
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umph are wrong in German. So it is not possible to speak Ger- 
man without the set of all linguistic elements of the region Lati- 
um, because the set of all linguistic elements of the region Ger- 
mania are elements of Latin. German and English to describe the 
truth hereby refuted. In addition, the German verb regieren is 
also formed from the infinitive regere = to direct, to lead. This 
means, that you cannot govern anyone in German either. 


ILLXXXIL-XXXI 
REFUTATION OF THE EXISTENCE OF THE CON- 
CEPTS EVERYTHING AND NOTHING 

But this is relatively simple: everything and nothing are indefini- 
te pronouns and thus the meaning alone refutes Kant's theory of 
absolute nothingness. If Kant tries to define something indefini- 
te, then he refutes the meaning of the indefinite pronoun. And it 
is completely irrelevant whether the concept of the indefinite 
pronoun was known to Kant. A law of nature also works regard- 
less of whether we are aware of it. 


I.LUXXXIXXXIT 
WHAT EXACTLY ARE OPPOSITES? 


Es ist bereits bekannt das Gegenbegriffe keine Gegensatze sind. 
Warum? Begriindung: 
1. Act: possibilliy 
im-possibility 
What can be shortened? 


2. Act: 

Me sacege ‘i 
What remains is shortened: The prefix IM. 
3 Act: 


The opposite of the term possibility is not impossibility. 


You are trying to infer the noun from the adjective, but this is 
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wrong, because pedantically speaking, an adjective is not a 
noun. The adjective “impossible” merely serves to avoid ad- 
verbs; in other words, it is only a stylistic solution, not a logical 
one and not an abstract one either! And this completely stupid 
nounification has turned it into a contradiction! Because a “non- 
possibility”, a “non-sense”, a “non-rationality” is not a noun. Li- 
kewise, the opposite of rational is not irrational, but emotional! 
This can only be determined in Latin, whereby there are also se- 
veral terms in Latin in this case (ratio - opinatio - motio - emotio 
- opinio etc). Caution LATIN! 


This is not the case with the substantivization of adjectives and 
is therefore unscientific, as it is unfounded and consequently ar- 
bitrary. That is why the infinitesimal calculus is also refuted, be- 


cause firstly: 
finity 
infinity 


We can also take a look at Latin: 
English: Happy - Unhappy 
Latin: Fortuna - Malum 


it 

Fortuna 

Malum 
then nothing can be shortened. Incidentally, you can already see, 
that the term 'unhappiness' does not exist in Latin. Yet another 
example of many, that Latin cannot be satisfactorily translated 
into vulgar Latin. And if Issac Newton claims, that a curve is an 
infinite corner, then unfortunately he has no idea about definniti- 
on, because this is a PREDICATIVE NOUN. Secondly: There is 
nothing infinitely large/small, because everything is bounded. 


162 An action is only scientific if it is justified by a rule. 
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Therefore, the infinitely small number must be bounded, as it 
differs from 0 and -0.0001 and the infinitely small number can 
only do this, if it is bounded, which is not possible, as it suppo- 
sedly has the property of being infinite. Incidentally, this is im- 
mediately refuted by means of implication, induction, deduction, 
derivation, predicate logic, propositional logic and argumentati- 
on theory. 

PROOF, REFUTATION, DEFINITION! 

That is science. Apart from that: without a definition, all truth is 
a lie! Also: What is small? Caution: Adjectives cannot be sub- 
stantivized, because they are PROPERTY WORDS as opposed 
to NOUNS and are indefinite, becaus they are increasonable 
with comparativus and superlativus! Thus “Be” is not the oppo- 
site of Existenz, because here again German, English and Latin 
language elements are mixed. Existere means to be, because you 
cannot form a gerund from esse. Ergo, the term “being” does not 
exist in Latin. Apart from that, the definition of the verbum fo 
be, strictly considered, would be a circular definition in Latin 
(“esse” est...), because est is only the conjugated form of its infi- 
nitive (esse). 


Secondly, only a gerund can stand as an object, because particip- 
les and adjectives are not nouns. An adjective cannot stand alone 
as an object, but only as a predicate noun. Just because Cicero 


163 Gerundium: Capere intellectualium. Existence is the property of abstract 
and concrete objects to be perceived (capere intellectualiter) by objects that 
are themselves capable of perception (e.g. animals, humans, etc.). 

Another relative definition: the nominative exists, because we can perceive it. 
Likewise our neighbor. However, it is only relative to its content and not to 
other definitions. I do not exist for the "nominative". Consequently, the nomi- 
native has no awareness, that I exist, among other things, but the rat does. 


125 


and co. did something like this, doesn't make it right: Argumen- 
tum ad verecundiam. A SUBSTANTIATION: being, acting, 
playing is only possible by means of a gerund and not by means 
of a participle or adjective. This is grammatically incorrect. 
Otherwise you quickly run into a problem with the declension of 
the adjective and PPP (rectus = PPP from regere = to direct, to 
lead, rectus (adj.) = upright, straight). The English noun “the 
living” results from a Latin gerund. Of course, you have to be 
careful, which terms are derived from what. Because there are 
two terms here: Notio, Verbum. But be careful: in Latin, verbum 
does not mean the opposite of the noun, but word. And the op- 
posite of word (verbum) in Latin is adverbum. Consequently: 
verb - adverb, adjective - noun! 

To be determined by means of genitivus subiectivus and obiecti- 
vus. Moreover, in Latin there is only one “definition” or com- 
pound with genitive or an “adjectival’/genitive-light (dignitas 
hominia = the dignity belonging to man, — (dignity of man 
(German)). As mentioned at the beginning, the dignity of man 
would not be definable, as this would formally be a circular de- 
finition. Turning an adjective into a noun just like that, without a 
rule, is of ancient Greek origin and unscientific, as there is no 
rule. Example: the dog's comb, the protein bread. Adjectives are 
used here, even though they are nouns. Wrong! Furthermore, we 
must refer back to the definition from the first part: A definition 
is the determination of the origin/descent of an object... 

Now only words that can stand as objects, can be defined and 
this is not possible with adjectives and participles as active 
words (verba). Thus, firstly, only nouns can be defined and these 
can only be defined with “verba” from which a gerund can be 
formed. 

Just as an aside: If you restrict a word/term with an adjective, it 
is no longer a term, as it is restricted with an adjective and this 
adjectival restriction means, that it can no longer be summari- 
zed, as the object/subject “beautiful women” is no longer the 
concept “women”, because it has been specified. However, both 
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the object and the term can therefore be defined. The procedure 
is therefore scientifically regulated and the correctness of a defi- 
nition can now be determined. According to Aristotle's theorem 
of contradiction, it is not about the negation of concepts, but 
about the negation of propositions, because it says: “A propositi- 
on and its negation cannot be true at the same time.”'™ This 
means, that the negation of the sentence: “All ravens are white, 
is the sentence: All ravens are not white. This logically includes 
all colors, that are not white (green, red, yellow, blue, purple...). 
There is clearly a contradictory contrast here. So if I found a ra- 
ven that was red, the sentence: All ravens are white would be re- 
futed. However, a negation of the term love does not exist. 
CAUTION: Hate is the opposite of love, BUT that is not the 
point. It is about definition and counter-definition. These are al- 
ways contradictory opposites and therefore both, the duty to pro- 
ve and the duty to refute apply, although one follows from the 
other, because I could only refute the WHO definition, because I 
have a different definition. You really, really have to work extre- 
mely precisely and differentiate here. Without studying Latin 
and Ancient Greek, this is a wasted effort. 


Il. LXXXILXXXIII 

Every action in a specialist field requires a rule, because the 
correctness of this action can only be determined by means of a 
rule. 

No rule - no correct action possible. And if you don't know 
them, you have to establish them. Accordingly, shifts in the in- 
terpretation of Latin terms in other languages are inadmissible, 
as there is no rule. The Latin meaning therefore applies. 


ILLXXXII-XXXIV 
Incidentally, “death” is a noun and not an adjective. This must 
be taken into account when defining it. In Latin, there is a verb 


164 Aristoteles — Metaphysik, Franz F. Schwarz, Reclam 2023, ISBN: 978-3- 
15-014289-9 


iz? 


for “to be dead”, similar to “to tell the truth”, namely “mori” and 
“varare”. With “mori” it is a little more complicated, because 
here again it is difficult to translate Latin deponentia correctly 
into German: mortuus sum = I have died, ergo: dead. However, 
this is a perfect passive indicative and not a PREDICATE 
NOUN. 


I.LXXXILXXXV 


So, Mr. Einstein: What now, since substance is ultimately not 
the same as energy?! 


I.LXXXIL XXXVI 


165 Energy is a body's potential for action or effect. 

166 Substance is the totality of all changeable, external phenomena that are 
capable of action. 

167 Mentality is the totality of all things that are not subject to the action of 
bodies. 

168 Allgemeine Relativitatstheorie Schritt fiir Schritt, Michael Ruhrlander, 
2020, Springer Verlag Berlin, ISBN: 978-3-662-62082-3. 

169 An interpretation is the elucidation of the information of a matter (e.g. le- 
gal norm) by determining the relationship of the terms within this matter, 
subject to subjective standards. 
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Derives from interpretare = to interpret, construe. 


ILLXXXILXXXVII 
If the area of the hypotenuse square is larger or smaller, than the 
sum of the area of the two cathetus squares, the angle is not a 
right angle. 


ILLXXXILXXXVII 

Refutation of Popper's theory of falsification: falsificare = to fal- 
sify, to make false, falsus + facere. Derived from mixed conju- 
gation; recognizable by the extensional perfect word stem feci. 
This is not exactly easy to recognize, as word formation in clas- 
sical Latin works according to precisely defined rules. 

A verb ficare does not exist in Latin. The a-conjugation results 
from these word formation rules: 


facere facio factum 


Table 10 

falsificatio = forgeryand not refutation! 

refutatio = refutation or disproving! 

I can't help Karl Popper's shortcomings in Latin and grammar. 
He should have sorted that out himself 


IL.LXXXII.XXXIX 
The only way to tell, whether adjectives are derived from nouns 
is to look at the Latin: 
verus/vera/verum = three-final adjective a/o declension = true. 
On the other hand: 
veritas - veritat-is (genitivus) = truth 
The invariable part of the word is in bold here. Thus verus can- 
not be derived from veritas, because the invariable part of veri- 
tas cannot be recognized by the nominative case, but by the ge- 
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nitive case. Consequently, the two words have nothing to do 
with each other and each has an independent definition. In addi- 
tion, the pairs of opposites: 

right - wrong 

or: true - false 

or: truth — lie. 


I.LXXXII.XL 


I.LXXXII.XLI 


» ‘No one has yet observed extraterrestrial life for certain. So 
there is no extraterrestrial life: the argumentum ad ignorantiam 
is a logical fallacy. A thesis is declared false simply because it 
has not yet been proven. Or vice versa: a thesis is considered 
correct because it has not yet been disproved. “'” 

Don't you feel a bit stupid? 


1. God exists (+1), because counter-evidence (-1) is mis- 
sing, is the same statement as 
Ze There is no God (-1), because there is no evidence (+1), 


since both are negative statements. Result: 0! 


ILLXXXIIXLI 


170 A ratio is the specification of the correspondence of at least of two 
values without arithmetic operation. 

171 An equation is the specification of the correspondence of several values 
by means of an arithmetic operation. 

172 https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Argument_from_ignorance 
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IL.LXXXII.XLHI 
Genitivus subiectivus - Genitivus obiectivus 
Subiectivus: The fear of the Romans. - Timor Romanorum. = 
The Romans fear someone (e.g. the Germanic tribes). (Subj.) 
Verb (Obj.) This is wrong, as it is incomplete. Correct: The Ro- 
mans' fear of the Germanic tribes. 
Timor Romanorum ad germanos. 
Now in the alleged genitivus obiectivus: Timor Germanorum ad 
Romanos. 
So there is neither a genitivus subiectivus nor a genitivus obiec- 
tivus in Latin, but a genitivus relationis! This is because refe- 
rence is always made to something, because: The Father's love 
always refers to something. Probably to that of the Son. The 
love of the father for the son. Amor patris ad filium. Amor filii 
ad patrum. - Alleged genitive obiectivus. 
Because I can't decide, when it says timor Romanorum, whether 
the fear of the Romans for the Germanic tribes is meant or the 
fear of the Germanic tribes for the Romans. 
In addition, the genitivus pretii is only used as a substitute for 
the adverb and never in conjunction with esse, as predicate 
nouns are always in the nominative case. If you don't know the 
difference between the same and an adverb or an adjective, it's 
your own fault. And just because a few authors in antiquity did 
something this way, doesn't mean it's right, because a genitivus 
pretii is actually an attributive, because the german terms: (wert) 
schdtzen, (gering) schdtzen'” are composites of noun and verb 
and therefore a combination of these is only possible with a ge- 
nitive. The Romans could not distinguish this and therefore the 
genitivus pretii in connection with esse is refuted. With the dati- 
ve possessoris, esse has the meaning of belonging. Apart from 


173 A mathematical formula is an equation made up of numbers or their sub- 
stitutes. 
174 Appreciate and disparage. 
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all this, you have to be able to distinguish between a compound 
and a comparison, because there is also an ablativus comparati- 
onis as well as pretii etc. With esse ablativus comparationis, as a 
compound with genitive. 


I.LXXXII-XLIV 
In addition to page 28 and the term of simultaneity, it must be 
noted: 


IL. LXXXIL-XLV 


A SIGNIFICANT PROPORTION IS 
This is impossible by means of figures, because this is clearly 
too short-sighted, because what is a significant proportion of 83 
million or 55 million? It cannot be determined arithmetically, so 
this determination must therefore be made in proportion, becau- 
se it is undisputed that a significant proportion at 55 million is 
logically less than at 83 million. So how do you determine this? 
The impact of the losses must be determined. After all, the loss 
of a job is serious for the individual, while an uninvolved third 
party remains unaffected. Personal fate is therefore not a yard- 
stick. Why should this be stipulated? To safeguard the rule of 
law against arbitrariness. Because if totalitarian structures were 
to be created at some point, such a definition would prevent the 
arbitrariness of those in power. And the only criterion, that can 
be objectively applied here, is the general public. What is the 
greatest misfortune for a life partner is null and void for Mr. 


175 Unfortunately, this is not translatable, as there are no two terms for si- 
multaneity in Vulgar Latin. There would of course be the circular possibi- 
lity with abstract or concrete simultaneity, but this would be irrational. 
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Miller. Neither of these are standards. It is therefore only possi- 
ble to determine the damage/disadvantage to the general public. 
Neither an uninvolved third party nor the general public may 
suffer any damage from the loss of an individual's function. As 
soon as there is damage/disadvantage to both, there is a substan- 
tial part. This must be examined on a case-by-case basis. If un- 
employment is too high, there would be damage/disadvantage to 
the general public due to loss of purchasing power, crime, tax 
increases... Then a significant proportion would be unemployed. 
If Hartz IV were abolished, almost all administrative tasks 
would be eliminated. This would again mean unemployment and 
therefore a loss of purchasing power for the general public. As a 
result, the standard of living would fall and, accordingly, the ba- 
sis of life would deteriorate if the functions or tasks were signifi- 
cantly eliminated. 


IL. LXXXII-XLVI 


A perfectum praeteritum (completed past) is grammatical non- 
sense, because the consecutio temporum proves the direct oppo- 
site. Ergo: perfectum praesentia. 

Because: perfect - present, imperfect - past perfect, future | - fu- 
ture 2. 

Otherwise, perfectum praeteritum would be the opposite of 
praeteritum imperfectum and I don't want to see this sentence 
structure. 


IL.LXXXII.XLVII 
In dubio pro reo, is rarely stupid Latin, because there is no abla- 
tivus commodi in classical Latin. Since the sense here is for the 


176 It is a significant part, if the livelihood of the general public is significant- 
ly impaired by the absence or discontinuation of this part. 
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benefit of someone, dativus commodi answers the question: For 
whom? This results in in dubio reo. But since I am not aware 
that the preposition in is translated with the German im, it is cor- 
rect to say: Per dubia reo = in case of doubt for the accused. 
Your scientists simply adopt the nonsense from the Middle Ages 
without checking it. 


IL.LXXXILXIVHI 
Finally, it should be noted, that there are two different types of 
definition: The constans definition and the justifying definition. 
The constans definition only requires a constant statement. 
Example: 
“A mathematical formula is an equation consisting of numbers 
or their substitutes.” 
A judgmental definition requires a reason in addition to the 
statement. 
Example: 
“Murder is the active/passive violent termination of the life of a 
mammal for the satisfaction of pleasure or personal gain.” 


Somit ergibt sich: 


Definitio: completed, finished, complete. 
Here it is important to know, that these terms are always formed 


177 A defining definition consists of at least one specification. 

178 A judgmental definition consists of a specification and a motivation. 
As you see here, it is impossible to define both terms in english, because 
there is firstly a circular definition and secondly as you see above in the latin 
definition, that there is no circular definition. In German the definition is 
more precise. 
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by the past participle passive. Latin makes a very strong distinc- 
tion between aktiva and passiva. 


An example: 

emendare (active) = to improve, to eradicate errors, 
emendatus(passive) = to improve, ergo =_ error-free, 
ergo: 


emendatus (adjective) = infallible. 

Argumentum ad ignorantiam: Not-knowledge does not apply! 
The definition of infallibility is derived from this. Extraterrestri- 
al: Substantive adjective. Substantivized adjectives cannot stand 
as subject or object, but only as an addition to the predicate, be- 
cause adiectum = added. Thus, only the combination with a 
noun is possible; e.g. extraterrestrial humans or Martians. Latin 
declension: u-declension: fully substantival participle e.g. 


movere (verb) motus (participle motus (u- 
perfect) declencion) 
move moved The move | 
Tablel4 
Likewise: 
portare (verb) portus (participle portus (u- 
perfect) declension) 
to bring to the sea brought The storage for sea 
freight (port) 
Table 11 


Actually, portare means to ship, as goods were always stored on 
the coast and transported by ship in antiquity. 

Consonant declension: fully substantive verb and fully substanti- 
ve adjectives: 

multitudo-multi, 

orator-orare 

motor-movere 

victor — vincere. 
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ILLXXXII.XLIX 
The term conjunctive is derived from the Latin meaning: coni- 
ungere = to bind together, sub-iungere = to bind below. This 
means, that every conjunction or subjunction always requires a 
conjunctive, because sentences are joined. And whenever this 
happens, the conjunctive is used, as the indicative does not have 
this function. Consequently also with and. 
Rule 1: Every conjunction or subjunction is always followed 
by the conjunctive. 
Accordingly, the following sentence and its negation apply: Eit- 
her if is a conjunction or it is not. So both cannot be true at the 
same time. Formalized logic cannot claim, that if is a subjuncti- 
on, while I claim, that it is a conjunction. The subjunctions be- 
cause, since are clearly different from if; cause because, since 
have a causal effect, whereas if'is unreal. According to this, the- 
se words are different and therefore cannot be classified in the 
same way semantically. If therefore always justifies an irrealis, 
while because, since always justifies a realis (conjunctive), be- 
cause rule 1. Therefore, an indicative does not necessarily have 
to be used here, cause because already implies a realis, since 
neither with irrealis nor with potentialis etc. can statements be 
justified. Once again: The Latin conjunctive is not a possible 
form, but, as shown above, serves solely to bind sentences to- 
gether. That and nothing else is the task of the conjunctive. Eve- 
rything else is a derivation. Jf denotes assumptions without ex- 
ception. Therefore, nothing can be justified with si. The proposi- 
tional if-then rule is expressed in Latin with cum -tum (cum cau- 
sale). The reductio ad absurdum is a special case, since an as- 
sumption (irrealis) is already defined in the upper clause and it is 
shown, what the consequence would be, if the irrealis of the up- 
per clause were true. Here, once again, the imprecision of abs- 
traction has broken negative ground. Q.e.d. 
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ILLXXXILL 

SUMMARY 
The gentle reader now knows, that there are two types of defini- 
tion, namely the constans and the judgmental. 
They also know, that a definition consists of at least predicate 
nouns with a genitive case and that it is possible to check the 
content by means of the proof of contradiction (reductio ad ab- 
surdum), which refutes the assertion of contradiction. If the defi- 
nition is already formally incorrect, an examination of its con- 
tent is obsolete. This means, that a definition can only claim 
scientific validity, if it is formally and substantively correct. For- 
mal correctness requires a genitive construct. However, this also 
means, that this genitive construction, which already occurs in 
the defnitio, must not occur in the definiendum. 


x = b + d 
Definiendum = Definitio 
Genitive construction! = Genitive construction! 


The definiendum may therefore only contain a single nominati- 
ve noun. 

Please note: 

Equating is different from equality. 

Equating: 1 = 2 — subject = predicate or old = young. This 
means that terms can be used interchangeably. 

Equality: A geriatric (nominative case) is an old man (predicate 
noun). This is therefore not a definition. 

Latin: Senex est vir magnae aetatis (An geriatric is a man of 
great age). Construction with genitivus qualitatis! THAT is a 
definition! 

We are now in a position to deduce conclusions, whose cogency 
is 100% and which are therefore infallible. 

1. Premise 100 % 

2; Premise 100 % 

= Conclusio 100% 
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The decomposition of a term in order to form a definition is 
done by means of the prime-factor decomposition. 

It is important to mention the difference between relative and 
conditional clauses with regard to definitions: 

A conditional clause is an irrealis and is therefore always in the 
conjunctive in Latin, because a conditional clause presupposes 
an unreal temporal assumption (when..). For example: As soon 
as the rent is not paid, the contract is terminated. The assumpti- 
ons in the conditional sentence are irrational. So there is a mini- 
mal but subtle difference here. 

Moreover, this is not necessarily essentialist metaphysics, since 
although two-valued logic applies here, the scope! of these defi- 
nitions'” is much broader than in all other languages in the 
world due to the distinction of Latin and is valid for all eternity 
due to this distinction. This theory of relativity in philosophy 
means that, firstly, truth is relative, because it depends on the de- 
finition and, secondly, the definition is relative, because it de- 
pends on the semantics and syntax of Latin. Thus it is non-con- 
tradictory, since Latin cannot be refuted.'*° 


Furthermore, all definitions are not abstract, but concretely defi- 
ned, because it is not possible to define abstractly in Latin, as all 
verbs, nouns etc. in Latin are 90% concrete. Definire, finire, 
determinare, terminare describe extremely concrete activities. 
This is another reason why Latin is always preferable to any 
other academic language. If anyone criticizes the fact, that some 
of the definitions are relative clauses, I will refute this argument 
by transforming the relative clauses into participle constructions. 


Due to the designation of /ingua latina as a reference language, 
the entire university philosophy is considered refuted, because 
terms such as implicatures'*' do not exist in Latin. Furthermore, 
in current teaching practice, all definitions such as: "Emotions 


179 see p. 94. 
180 The possible infinite regressus ends in indoeuropean. 
181 Wolfgang Detel, Grundkurs Philosophie, vol. 3, p. 147. 
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are usually causal effects of external situations, which are usu- 
ally also the causes of the emotions... "'*® are multiply circular. 
Furthermore: "Feelings are mental states that belong to one of 
the two classes of meta-feelings. "'* Apart from the circular and 
thus inconsistent character of these definitions, these are equati- 
ons of the form 2 = 3, and thus also technically incorrect, becau- 
se the concept to be explained is equated with another (love = 
friendship). Immunization strategy for the purpose of state-sub- 
sidized selfservice. 
It also says: 

lf a being W has a feeling G, then it is the genuine 

function of W's brain to produce the feeling G in 

such a way that the occurrence of G 1-1 is correla- 

ted with its cause U and leads to a behavior of W 

that makes the interaction of W with U beneficial for 

W. 66184 
Let me put it this way: Get well soon! 
And animals cannot feel emotions, because emotio is an abstract 
latin term, that animals such as a rat or a chimpanzee are not ca- 
pable of because they have not developed a language center and 
a language center in the brain is absolutely necessary for abs- 
traction. 
The term emotio has nothing at all to do with the term sensus. 
Because: 


Animal Homo 

sensus sensus 
ratio 
emotio 


Ratio is presupposed to emotio, since terms such as irratio (p. 
124) do not exist. Thus animals cannot feel fear, as this requires 
abstraction, which is not possible without a brain-language cen- 
ter. Contradiction-free argumentation is a matter of luck for bio- 


182 Wolfgang Detel, Grundkurs Philosophie, vol. 3, p. 100. 
183 Wolfgang Detel, Grundkurs Philosophie, vol. 3, p. 101. 
184 Wolfgang Detel, Grundkurs Philosophie, vol. 3, p. 102. 
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logists, doctors, mathematicians, physicists and everyone else as 
you can see here. But even a blind hen sometimes finds a grain 
of corn. 

You have to think the whole thing through to the end with the 
reductio ad absurdum, which must happen with animals, or what 
other abilities they would have to have, if they were capable of 
abstraction. Animals feel pain as a matter of course, but they 
cannot feel love, sadness or fear and they do not know, that they 
will die, when they die. 


I am therefore no longer at all surprised by the stupidity at our 

Universities. 

I categorically reject a discussion'®® about this definition theory, 

as I am not discussing whether | + 1 = 2. A refutation or falsifi- 

cation is of course open to everyone. 

And as you can see from the term Power on page 13, this is now 
defined. This means, that this term can no longer be used in the 
sense of divide et impera, as in Nietzsche - The Will to Power. This 
means equivocation and that is pseudo-scientific. The use of the 
English language does not result in any scientificity. 


The following chapters present the theoremata'*’ from this defi- 
nition theory. To refute them, the definition theory must be refu- 
ted. 


185 Fear is the fear of loss and the social disadvantages, that arise from it. 
186 discutere = smash, shatter, destroy. 
187 https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Theorem 
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ixabay.com/de/users/15196666/?tab=all &order=latest&pagi=2 


ll 
CALCULATION IMMUNE SYSTEM 
THEOREMA I 


ILI 
Rule of thumb for self-assessment of individual risk 
(calculated for alpha to delta variant): 


Immune system 5500 Punkte (without Immunity) 
trained man, 190 cm, 87 kg muscle mass, 
nothing in excess, no previous illnesses. 


- stress (-700 p.) 

- overweight or underweight(-150 p. per kg deviation under- 
weight from ideal weight a la Creff, -55 p. per kg deviation 
overweight from ideal weight a la Creff). 

- alcohol abuse (-500 p. pro 20 g of pure alcohol per day) 

- drugs/u. a. (-500 bis -3500 p. depending on consumption and 
drug ) 

- sleep deprivation/disorders(-500 p. per hour less than individu- 
ally usual) 

- previous immunosuppressive diseases (-500 bis -4500 p., 


189 A high viral load is the negative ratio of antibodies to pathogens after 
activation of the immune system over a certain period of time. The 
immune system takes a while. First, your innate immune system starts with 
macrophages and free radicals in an attempt to fight the pathogens. Only 
when this is unsuccessful, does your acquired immune system kick in. 
And since nature works logically, i.e. according to the law of necessity, 
your immune system does not produce millions of antibodies, if 1000 
antibodies are sufficient - Correlatio! 
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bis -4500 p. correspond to cancer, -2000 p. chemotherapy et al., 
- 1500 p. hypertension 3, -2500 p. diabetes, Asthma ist not per 
se immunesuppressive. ) 

- no moderate muscle training (-700 p., if muscle mass < 51% 
m., < 37% f., pro year of life older 0,05% subtracting, pro year 
of life younger 0,25% adding.) 

- competitive sports (-500 p.) 

- poorly controlled/treatable asthma (-2000 p) 

- nicotine (-10 p pro 1 mg nicotine per day) 

- pro year of life from 40 years on (-10 p.) 

- pro year of life of abuse (-50 p. alcohol abuse, -75 p. drug abu- 
se etc.) 

- HIV (K 200 CD4 cells -5000 p., < 250 CD4 -4000 Pp, < 300 
CD4 -3000 p., < 400 = -2000 p., < 500 = -1000 p.) 

- survived cancer from 40 years on (-1000 p.) 

- asymptomatic/sympt. RDS (-250 p./800 p.) 

Risk group 1: 5500 - 5000 points (a-symptomatic progression 
Covid 19.) 

Risk group 2: 4999 - 4200 p. (flu-like symptoms possible, no 
hospital treatment.) 

Risk group 3: 4199 - 3100 p. (significant symptoms, hospital 
treatment necessary, long Covid possible.) 

Risk group 4: 3099 - 1700 p. (massive problems, hospital treat- 
ment mandatory, death possible.) 

Risk group 5: 1699 - 0 p. (intensive care and ventilation manda- 
tory, death probable.) 

The estimates of the relevant deductions result from the observa- 
tions of the courses in the relevant specialist journals, as well as 
the statistics of the RKI'”’. To do this, however, it is essential to 
be able to formulate observations and experiences in mathemati- 
cal equations. Explanation of the calculation: If you ask doctors, 
you will always get the answer, that the immune system of 
children relates to that of adults like a Porsche to an oil tanker. 
So we already have a ratio. Namely Porsche : oil tanker. Accor- 


190 Robert Koch Institute, German health organisation. 
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dingly, the immune system of children and adolescents, on the 
other hand, is much faster at producing antibodies than that of 
adults and it is already evident, that children very rarely fall 
seriously ill. However, not all adults are the same. This has to do 
with the thymus gland. 


I would ask you to fill any gaps in your medical 
knowledge yourself, as I cannot impart knowledge 
here for which I myself have studied medicine for 
four semesters. If you have no idea about this, then 
unfortunately you have to rely on the opinion of the 
experts. But this can be wrong! If it's wrong, it's not 
me who has the problem, it's you. 


The thymus gland is the master of our immune system. 


» The thymus is a lymphoepithelial organ in which 
T lymphocytes are produced and selected. The main 
task of the thymus is the formation of T cells. For this 
purpose, T lymphocytes are constantly produced in 
it, whose receptor specificities arise randomly and 
differ from one another. Before leaving the thymus, 
the maturing T lymphocytes are subjected to a strict 
selection process. The cortex, which contains around 
90 % of all lymphocytes in the thymus, contains pre- 
dominantly immature T lymphocytes. They come into 
close contact with epithelial reticulum cells. Some 
epithelial cells enclose 20- 200 T lymphocytes with 
their cytoplasm and are therefore referred to as nur- 
se cells In the cortex, the capillaries are surrounded 
by a closed layer of epithelial cells which, together 
with the capillary wall, delimit the perivascular 
connective tissue space and together form the blu- 
thymus barrier. There are now doubts about their 
functional significance. The cells in the medulla are 
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much looser than in the cortex. In addition to T lym- 
Phocytes and epithelial reticulum cells, the medulla 
also contains acrophages, B lymphocytes, interdigi- 
tating dendritic cells, mast cells and Hassal's cor- 
puscles. Hassal's corpuscles are onion-skin-like ar- 
rangements of epithelial reticulum cells that only oc- 
cur in the medulla of the thymus. They can therefore 
be used for the clear histological identification of 
this organ .'* 


Future T cells are formed in the bone marrow and migrate from 
there to the thymus to be formed there.'°* However, the thymus 
visibly reduces its production after puberty until it stops produ- 
cing them around the age of 40-50.'” This means, that no more 
T cells can be formed. For this reason, it is no longer possible to 
enter risk groups | and 2 after chemotherapy from the age of 40, 
as the immune response is slowed down until the end of life due 
to the depletion of T cells, which can no longer be produced. 
This is not a problem with known pathogens, but if the immune 
system is virginal to these unknown pathogens, it has a problem, 
depending on the type of chemotherapy. This means that we also 
have a much poorer immune system than children because of 
our thymus gland. And the speed of the immune response is al- 
ways decisive for the course of an infection, 1.e. the formation of 
antibodies. If you have a T-cell response, you already have sym- 
ptoms. And an overshooting immune response has been obser- 
ved in all severe cases, but this is not specific to Covid 19. A cy- 
tokine storm can also be a serious complication of influenza, 
Ebola, plague, rabbit plague... a serious complication caused by 
a significantly increased interleukin 6 and 8 level in people who 


191 Lehrbuch Vorklinik Teil C, Seite 37-38, Deutscher Arzte Verlag Kéln, 
2003, ISBN: 3-7691-0443-9. 

192 Lehrbuch Vorklinik Teil C, Seite 37-38, Deutscher Arzte Verlag Kéln, 
2003, ISBN: 3-7691-0443-9. 

193 Lehrbuch Vorklinik Teil C, Seite 33-77, Deutscher Arzte Verlag Kéln, 
2003, ISBN: 3-7691-0443-9. 
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are inactive in sport. In professional footballers, this level rises 
100-fold and falls to a very low, harmless level after the end of 
the game.'* Hower, not in people, who are very inactive in 
sport. Sporting inactivity (sporting activity means around 90 - 
120 minutes of muscle building per week, as IL 6 and IL 8 are 
myokines) therefore has two obviously serious consequences: 
Cytokine storm and poor metabolism. Both are mostly self-in- 
flicted. The immune system is a complex system, that we will 
probably never fully understand and unfortunately behaves in an 
extremely relative manner. Consequently, the multiplication of 
the virus must be prevented as far as possible and this unfortuna- 
tely requires a fairly rapid immune response. How can this be 
achieved? By increasing the metabolism, because this means 
that all chemical processes take place more quickly. This can be 
seen quite clearly in bats, which have a body temperature of 37- 
41 degrees in flight. The human organism experiences a similar 
increase during sporting activity. That is why sporty people are 
better protected. Ralf MGller is therefore better protected than 
Angela Merkel, but less than children and bats. Heat increases 
the metabolism, cold reduces it. But you have to be careful here, 
because the theory of free radicals sets limits here. The connecti- 
on will be explained in more detail later. 

The 5500 points therefore apply from the age of 40. How do I 
define the 5500 points? First of all, the ratio of the immune sys- 
tems of children : adults is unknown. The result is a ratio of x : 
y. Even if I assume 1.5 : 1, that still doesn't help me. So I have to 
think of something else. Personally, I like to calculate with natu- 
ral numbers, otherwise it quickly becomes irrational. I can either 
try it out or calculate it. For this calculation, I used logical 
series. A good immune system is not easy to achieve: If you look 
at Ralf Moller, he has of course invested forty years of training 
in his immune system, whereas Angela Merkel has invested 
nothing at all. So both evidence and logic show, that a good im- 


194 Dt Arztebl 1998; 95: A-538-541 [Heft 10]. 
https://www.aerzteblatt.de/archiv/9761/Sport-und-Immunsystem 
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mune system requires years of training. But even here this is not 
absolute, which will be explained later. The 5500 points result 
from a logical series or sequence: 17, 14, 11, 8, 5. This also 
works with larger numbers, but there is no obvious reason why I 
should use 7500 points if 5500 points are sufficient. The ratio of 
“diseases” would remain the same. Based on the findings of 
number theory, this results in a range that fits exactly. If you do 
nothing for your immune system, you will not be in risk group 1 
or 2. This results in the immune system of children, depending 
on the assumed ratio. 9500/5500 = 1.7272. The irrational ratio 
results from the observation and experience of pediatricians 
(Porsche : oil tanker). In my opinion, 7500 points (1.3636) is too 
low, as is double. So it's always about speed. Of course, there 
can also be other effects: Genes, predisposition, heredity etc. But 
it's precisely, then that you should live carefully. Where does this 
come from? Ancestry! With rats, you can research very quickly, 
where they come from, if they die or fall ill at a young age (1.5 
years). These are the genes. And it's no different in humans. If 
the parents had cancer, their children should not have children. 
This is definitely passed on, because in fancy rats, it takes at le- 
ast ten to twenty generations to breed out the susceptibility to 
cancer. That would take about thirty years, mind you, in fancy 
rats! 

Of course, you only know this before hand, if you examine it. 
That's why, I give an accuracy of 90 percent. Speed refers to the 
production of antibodies or the T-cell response, because the phy- 
sical unit of performance is not possible without time. And it is 
feasible to have a high metabolism at any age, because this re- 
sults from muscle building, among other things. And an anabolic 
effect is an anabolic effect, regardless of age. Evidence to the 
contrary must be provided. An anabolic stimulus cannot have a 
catabolic result! As long as you stimulate your muscles, you 
usually cannot suffer a physical decline. This is physically im- 
possible. Misfortunes, accidents etc. excluded. But now I have 
to revise some of what I said earlier. Firstly: Ralf Moller does 


148 


not have a good immune system, because he overtrained. Exces- 
sive muscle training produces free radicals, which cause signi- 
ficantly faster ageing and the development of cancer. In additi- 
on, you can also see in rodents in general, that, if the metabolism 
is much too fast, more errors occur and this can also lead to can- 
cer. Free radicals are also produced, when exposed to sunlight. 
In addition, collagenase is activated by sunlight, which breaks 
down the collagen and promotes the formation of wrinkles, 
among other things. 

How can these be prevented? The first way is through antioxi- 
dants, although these are also suspected of promoting cancer. 
Sport is completely harmless, as the body produces enzymes 
(oxidases) on its own through non-exhaustive strength training, 
which act as radical scavengers. Non-exhaustive strength trai- 
ning? Delayed onset muscle soreness is already a bad thing, as 
this is already a sign of free radicals. I started twenty years ago 
with a body weight of sixty-eight kilograms and trained with se- 
ven kilograms. That was already too much. Today I'm eigh- 
ty-eight to ninety and have kept my weight constant for eight 
years. Bodybuilders may laugh at me, but when I'm ninety I'll be 
laughing as I jog through the park without any problems and 
smoke my Churchill with relish, while they're already in the gra- 
ve. 

The calculation is of course very conservative and very undiffe- 
rentiated, as with my three semesters of studying medicine I can 
only make an extremely inadequate assessment of the relation 
between the individual types of cancer. It will probably be the 
case, that breast cancer is slightly less dangerous than pancreatic 
cancer, but that will have to be clarified by the experts. The 
point here is simply to be on the safe side and to be able to pre- 
dict the danger of the course of the disease relatively accurately. 
So you shouldn't aim for the fastest metabolism, but for exactly 
the right one (rectus). In principle, a permanent strain must be 
assumed: Nurses and police officers are exposed to constant 
stress, i.e. maximum risk group 2. They cannot compensate for 
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stress. On the other hand, if you are stressed at the office, or if 
you drink too much or are unable to exercise for up to three 
months, your immune system does not immediately collapse. 
But it doesn't go up immediately either. The immune system 
doesn't work equally effectively every day or with every virus. 
Please also bear in mind, that if your immune system is at 4800 
points and you would like to have 5200, it will take years of trai- 
ning and a healthy lifestyle. Children age faster, because the im- 
mune system slows down and the metabolism is quite “high”. 
This is not a development, but a decline, because: 


Vaccination also only provides limited protection, as you only 
have the advantage, that your B cells have already produced 
enough antibodies within a certain period of time, saving you 
the time it takes to produce antibodies. Nevertheless, your im- 
mune response remains slow overall. With a distance of thirty 
centimeters without vaccination, and one of twenty centimeters 
with a perfect immune system (without vaccination) to the target 
(antibodies), you would save these ten centimeters with a vacci- 
nation and would most likely be on a par. With a slow immune 
response, you remain at risk despite a vaccination. And you can- 
not “boost” your immune system to e.g. 5700 points through 
vaccination, because you only shorten the length of the path and 
unfortunately do not increase your metabolism! Antibiotics, on 
the other hand, support a reduced immune system, see scarlet fe- 
ver or tuberculosis... 


Example calculation a la Creff: 
Bodyheight: 175 cm 

Weight: 83Kg 

Age: 35 


195 Development always involves progress, not regression. 
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Status: Untrained, workplace moderately stressful 


Formula: [(Bodyheight in centimeters — 100) + (Age /10)] x 0,9 
(females x 0,8) 

(175-100) + (35:10) x 0,9 = (75+3,5) x 0,9 = 70,6 kg ideal- 
weig 


ht 


- Non moderate muscle training | - 700 points 
(<51% muscle mass) 
- 13 kg vverweight - 715 points 


Immune system 4385 points — 
Risk group 3'%° 


Table 12 

If you are 100 kg overweight, you will end up with exactly zero 
points. If other illnesses are added, you will end up in the red. 
But that's not a problem, because it's all about speed. With zero 
points or less you have the slowest immune system, with 5500 
the fastest. You always have an immune system. In order to be 
able to assess whether you can allow yourself to do certain 
things, you first need somatic intelligence. This cannot be lear- 
ned, but unfortunately can only be acquired through years of 
muscle building. Secondly, you need to be able to put your own 
illnesses in relation to other illnesses, as this calculation is a re- 
lative one. Before you complain, that the blood groups are invol- 
ved in a severe course: This is utter nonsense, because there is 
not a single scientific study on how decades of health-oriented 
strength training and a low-carb diet affect diseases in general, 
and this is not intentional! Besides, nobody pays for it. 


If you try to contain a modern pandemic using medieval me- 
thods, it will cost you your entire economic power in the long 


196 See p. 155, table 13.9. 
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run! 

The immune system of children is much more difficult to calcu- 
late, as children are virgins to all viruses, they receive higher do- 
ses, because they are constantly in contact with their friends and 
their immune system continues to develop from year to year and 
from illness to illness. However, this is only calculable for disea- 
ses for which there are no vaccines. As soon as someone is vac- 
cinated and there is no calculation, it is no longer possible to cal- 
culate whether this or that person needs a vaccination at all. Me- 
dicine has now disproved this possibility for itself! In conclusi- 
on, it remains to be said that a top immune system is impossible 
in capitalism, because of which all communities are based on 
profit. If nobody is ill tomorrow, then the day after tomorrow 
there will be ten million more unemployed, if nobody drinks, 
another ten million and so on. And the health minister is already 
talking about punitive levies on sugary foods? Even more unem- 
ployed, because less consumption of the corresponding pro- 
ducts. You are creating a downward spiral here, the effects of 
which will be devastating. Before you tackle your health, you 
should ask yourself the systemic question, because you can live 
quite well from illness. Every food must contain some sugar, 
otherwise unemployment will rise, because there will be less 
turnover. However, this increases consumer obesity, which 
entails immense medical costs; medical costs increase linearly 
with the profits of the pharmaceutical companies. By “solving” 
one problem, the gentlemen in Berlin are constantly creating 
new ones 


In one half of our lives we sacrifice our health to acquire mo- 
ney, in the other half we sacrifice money to acquire health. “'*’ 


HULU 
CALCULATION OF THE IMMUNE SYSTEM FROM 
AGE 20 - 40 


197 https://verumvita.de/voltaire-zur-gesundheit/ Voltaire (1694-1778). 
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(At least 50.1% of all people will have a better immune system, 
as T cells are produced until the end of life, but at a much slower 
rate. This is a declining process, that will definitely lead to death 
from a harmless illness such as influenza at some point. Howe- 
ver, I cannot determine whether 50.1 % of all people have a bet- 
ter immune system or 77.6 %) 

Age 20: 


9500 — 8600 points 


Table 13 
Age 21 and 22; 


Table 13.1 
Age 23 and 24: 


9000 — 8150 Risk group 1 
8149 — 6825 Risk group 2 


6824 — 5025 Risk group 3 
5024 — 2750 Risk group 4 
2749 — 0 Risk group 5 


Table 13.2 
Age 25: 


1s3 


8500 — 7700 Riskgroup 1 
7699 — 6450 Risk group 2 
6449 — 4750 Risk group 3 


4749 — 2600 Risk group 4 
2599 —0 Risk group 5 


Table 13.3 
Age 26 and 27: 


Table 13.4 
Age 28 and 29: 


Table 13.5 
Age 30: 


7500 — 6800 Risk group 1 
6799 — 5700 Risk group 2 


5699 — 4200 Risk group 3 
4199 — 2300 Risk group 4 
2299 — 0 Risk group 5 
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Table 13.6 


Age 31 and 32: 


7000 — 6350 Risk group 1 
6349 — 5325 Risk group 2 


5324 — 3925 Risk group 3 
3924 — 2150 Risk group 4 
2149-0 Risk group 5 


Table 13.7 
Age 33 and 34: 


Table 13.8 
Age 35: 


Table 13.9 
Age 36 and 37: 


6000 — 5450 Riskgroup 1 
5449 — 4575 Risk group 2 


4574 — 3375 Risk group 3 
3374 — 1850 Risk group 4 
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1849 — 0 Risk group 5 


Table 13.10 


Table 13.12 

AS a precaution, any missing or unknown immunosuppressive 
disease is to be assessed with a 4500 point deduction (90% accu- 
racy from the age of 40, decreasing to 80% below). 

However, the deductions remain the same. So you can see, that 
you can afford to do much more, when you are “young” than 
from the age of forty. However, it is still possible to have a top 
immune system into old age with the right lifestyle. I live twen- 
ty-eight days a month alcohol-free and twenty-five days a month 
nicotine-free, which means, that I still allow myself my cigar 
and my beer. But not every day, so that my body has time to de- 
tox. And those, who have a problem with corona, are all those, 
who suffer from diseases of civilization, all of which are preven- 
table if you avoid alkaloids, too much sun, sugar, carbohydrates, 
etc.. Those, who do so nevertheless risk a fatal course of corona. 
If you want to... 
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You can read all about it in nutrition guides, medical journals, 
etc. You just have to study it. Jd faciendum est! 
For Yersinia pestis: 


5500 — 5000 Risk group 3 
4999 — 4200 Risk group 4 


4199 — 3100 Risk group 5 


Table 14 

So you can see very clearly from this system that you need at le- 
ast 5000 points to have any chance of surviving the plague and, 
if possible, not blood group 0: 


Based on epidemiological data, a connection bet- 
ween blood group affiliation and susceptibility to 
certain diseases has been repeatedly postulated. 
While this view is not uncontroversial, it is conside- 
red certain, that people with blood group 0 as carri- 
ers of the antigen H on their erythrocytes are more 
susceptible than others to the plague pathogens. An- 
tigen H has similarities with the plague pathogen, 
which is therefore less easily recognized as foreign 
and leads to more severe, usually fatal forms of the 
«¢ 198 


plague in members of blood group 0“. 


I am one of the critics of this view, as no research has yet been 
carried out into how health-oriented muscle training, and in par- 
ticular the effects of myokines'”’, affect the course of the plague. 

Incidentally, in the study by the University of Erlan- 

gen, the test subjects only trained for 12 weeks and 

not 12 years! And after just 12 weeks, the cancer 


198 Lehrbuch Vorklinik Teil C, Seite 15, Deutscher Arzte Verlag Kéln, 2003, 
ISBN: 3-769 1-0443-9. 
199https://www.medizin1.uk- 


erlangen.de/aktuelles/nachrichten/detail/sportinduzierte-myokine- 
bekaempfen-krebszellen/ Journal of Physiology, Volume 598, Issue 18, 


15.09.2020, Seite 3871-3889. 
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growth had firstly slowed down significantly and se- 
condly the cancer had even shrunk. Mind you: test 
subjects, who already had cancer and only 12 weeks 
of muscle training! 

For pneumonic plague and Ebola: 


5500 — 5000 Risk group 4 
4999 — 4200 Risk group 5 


Table 14.1 

To calculate the mortality rates of these diseases, the missing 
risk groups must be calculated with 100% mortality. In the case 
of Ebola, immune systems from 0 - 4199 points therefore have 
100% mortality. Mortality Sars Cov 2 see page 163, which 
means, that even with 5500 points, there is almost no chance of 
survival without medical treatment for these diseases. Apart 
from that, mortality rates are also a relative measure, as they de- 
pend on the healthcare system, nutritional status, etc. If corona 
were allowed to run like influenza, mortality would increase 
significantly as we would no longer be able to treat everyone. 
High viral load vs. low viral load? 

A high viral load can only be given in proportion, because only 
the weakness of the immune system determines this term: 

“An immune system that cannot cope with viral load x is a bad 
one.” 

Risk groups three, four and five produce a much higher viral 
load than risk groups one and two due to the delayed immune 
response. A high viral load can therefore only be defined on the 
basis of these risk groups and consequently risk groups one and 
two can neither absorb nor release a high viral load. Neverthe- 
less, an increase in metabolism is automatically accompanied by 
an increase in the performance of the entire organism, including 
the immune system! 
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Calculation of hospital capacity using infection and hospitaliza- 
tion rate (as of 16.10.2020): 


60000 aktive cases 0,06 % infection rate 


700 intensive care patients ICU Rate 1,2 % 


Table 15 
Hospital capacity Germany: 


a 


Table 15.1 

The capacity of the hospitals is therefore 658714 active cases in 
risk groups 3, 4 and 5, provided the hospitalization rate remains 
the same. Unfortunately, this rate is only known about seven 
days later due to the incubation period. The number of new daily 
infections only plays a role in connection with the ICU rate. The 
lower the latter, the less significant the daily new infections are. 
With 20,000 new infections, that would be an additional 240 
ICU patients per day. In thirty days, that would be 7200 ICU pa- 
tients and the maximum of intensive care units were reached. 
Mind you, this is only with an ICU rate of 1.2%! And unfortuna- 
tely this ICU rate will fluctuate daily. It would be worth conside- 
ring whether something similar to the replication rate could be 
set here. However, I would ask you to bear in mind, that these 
infections are currently taking place in the risk group, as the de- 
partment of health unfortunately does not distinguish between 


200 Heat is the liquefaction energy of solid aggregate states of substances, 
that are present in nature in a solid aggregate state at ambient temperature. 
201 Data taken from the RKI. 
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the risk groups, but allows everyone to meet, as 25/10/5 people 
are currently allowed to meet, regardless of whether they are 
cancer patients or not. This is the wrong approach. 


TIL. 
Falsification mask requirement 
VIRUS DISCHARGE SARS COV 2 WITHOUT MASK RE- 
QUIREMENT (FFP) FOR PERSONS OVER 40 YEARS OF 
AGE 


persons per Person cm 
=e ae 


Table 16 

Without masks, we are spreading 50 million viruses unnoticed. 
If we now add 70% of risk group 2, who do not go to the doctor, 
we are spreading 330 million viruses unnoticed. 


VIRUS EMISSION SARS COV 2 WITH MASK REQUIRE- 
MENT (FFP) FOR PERSONS OVER 40 YEARS WITH 
30% REDUCTION IN VIRUS EMISSION 


Risk group Number of | Viral output Viral count 
persons pro person total 


5000000 — ee 35000000 


i oT 
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Table 16.1 

With compulsory masks, we are now transmitting 315 million 
viruses completely unnoticed in risk groups 1 and 2, both of 
which are now asymptomatic. In addition, we must add 70% of 
risk group 3, who only have mild symptoms due to the reduced 
virus uptake and therefore do not go to the doctor. 257,250,000 
are now added to this. So we increase the undetected virus dis- 
tribution with FFP 2 and FFP 3 masks to 575 million viruses. 
That's almost double! Without FFP, we have the pandemic better 
under control, because the greater the number of asymptomati- 
cally infected people (less than 100%), the worse the pandemic 
will be! Whereby 30% virus reduction is already far too high. If 
you want to control the pandemic, you have to minimize many 
more asymptomatic cases; however, this leads to more severe 
cases, which are detected earlier and can no longer spread the 
virus further. So you have to make a decision here: Do you ac- 
cept more severe courses or do you want to stay in the pandemic 
forever, because the better the vaccine, the more “escape varia- 
nts”. Always assuming, that my assumed ratio of virus reduction 
corresponds to reality. If this is higher, the effects will be far 
more devastating, as this is a best-case scenario. This disproves 
the effectiveness of the FFP 2 mask requirement, as these reduce 
the amount of virus even further and thus ensure even more 
asymptomatic cases. And you definitely don't need a math de- 
gree for that. But you also have to add people under the age of 
forty and children/young people, around 30 million, 85% of 
whom are asymptomatic. Without a vaccine, the pandemic 
would never be defeated, as the viral load of risk groups 4 and 5 
would be problematic for this very risk group, but only because 
the majority of people in industrialized countries have brought 
about their own immunosuppression through an unhealthy diet 
and so on. Pregnant women are not at risk, because of pregnan- 
cy, but simply because of their weight gain. But there are ways 
to keep your weight at a healthy level in your pregnancy, if you 
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want to. And the risk groups 4 and 5 were already overweight 
beforehand. This could also have been prevented, if we had lis- 
tened a little more to Seneca: 


66202 


»Premeditatio malorum. 


Anyone, who wants to be vaccinated should of course do so; I 
won't! It is difficult to adequately protect risk groups four and 
five, because, according to my calculations, the virus is also pro- 
blematic for forty-year-olds. And it's not just old people's homes 
and hospitals, that are at risk, although these are relatively easy 
to protect. Even FFP 2 masks do not provide 100% protection. 
This means, that those, who have brought their poor immune 
system on themselves by omission, will have to isolate themsel- 
ves until herd immunity is achieved, or they will die. Those who 
have a “bad” immune system are the drivers of the pandemic, 
because the immune system takes longer and therefore the viru- 
ses can multiply much faster and more freely, than in risk group 
one or in children. I would also like to point out that the vaccine 
must always work, otherwise the game starts all over again. But 
the world can no longer afford another crisis against the back- 
drop of the gigantic mountain of debt. Mass unemployment and 
hyperinflation would be the result, accompanied by mass unrest. 
The immune system is not prepared is not a conclusive explana- 
tion, because there is no 100% fatal disease! Not even Ebola, the 
plague or the Marburg virus. In this respect, this explanation is 
not logical, because the immune system of those who survive is 
obviously able to fight these viruses and bacteria. Why? That's 
right: speed! In the case of corona, the speed of children's immu- 
ne systems should be noted. Children's immune systems are 
virgins for every virus. 

The theory of free radicals: Free radicals are produced every na- 
nosecond of human life and are responsible for both the deve- 
lopment of cancer and the ageing process, as well as causing las- 


202 Providence of the bad. Seneca (1 A.D. — 65 A.D.). 
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ting damage to the immune system, as they steal electrons from 
the body's cells (molecules). This means, that the formation of 
free radicals cannot be prevented, but unfortunately can only be 
minimized by capturing them with the body's own defence sub- 
stances (radical scavengers) or antioxidants. During moderate 
muscle training, the body produces a large surplus of these, as 
free radicals are also produced during any sporting activity. The 
more strenuous and exhausting the activity, the lower the ratio of 
enzymes to free radicals. You can think of it as being similar to 
antibodies: The longer you exercise, the more enzymes, but also 
free radicals, are produced in the body. In my case, for example, 
that would be 200 enzymes to fifty free radicals, which are pro- 
duced during strength training. This leaves 150 that prevent all 
other oxygen reactions. However, these remaining radical sca- 
vengers are “broken down” again relatively quickly within a few 
hours to days, unlike antibodies, some of which remain in the 
body for life like the plague. So you have to train again to pro- 
duce new enzymes. In a bodybuilder, for example, the ratio is 
2000 enzymes to 1950 free radicals. This means, that the health 
effect of training is almost equalized, whereas it is potentiated 
with moderate training. However, the visual effect is increased 
many times over. But be careful: the metabolism must be neither 
too high nor too low, as too high a metabolism can in turn lead 
to free radicals and cancer. The point of reference here is the 
ideal weight according to Creff. The ideal weight is best achie- 
ved with moderate muscle training as, in contrast to swimming, 
you can work towards it in a much more targeted way. An objec- 
tive and serious mortality rate cannot be given by the depart- 
ment of health or the scientific community, as this would require 
a 100% infection rate. This is because the 40% mortality rate for 
yersinia pestis also relates to Madagascar, which is anything, but 
meaningful. In the 21st century, the statements of the general 
theory of relativity should have reached all scientists; however, 
this is probably not the case with doctors. The danger of a virus 
always and fundamentally relates to the immune system it en- 
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counters. My calculation of the immune system results in a theo- 
retical mortality rate of Sars Cov 2 of approx. 14% for over 40- 
year-olds and approx. 3% for 0 - 39-year-olds in Germany. This 
results in a theoretical mortality rate of the total population (83 
million) of approx. 8 - 10% at a 100% infection rate with a high 
viral load in Germany. Since it is practically impossible for eve- 
ry individual to carry a high viral load, the expected mortality 
rate for over 40s is approx. 5% at most. For under 40s approx. | 
%. This results in an expected overall mortality rate in Germany 
of approx. 6 - 7%. In the USA, the figures are only half as high, 
because only 30 % of all people in the USA are overweight, as 
there is a lot of money to be made from professional sports. 
With a low or medium viral load (contact restrictions), this mor- 
tality rate drops well into the single digits. In Italy, Spain or 
England, the figures may be significantly worse. 


Risk group Number of persons Mortality 
U40 estimated aes / Arithm. 
28000000 10%/15 % 
| 4 8000000 40% /35% 
5000000 60 % / 67 % 
Table 17 


Muscle mass: When we build muscles, we logically increase our 
body mass. This results in a higher energy level (Isaac Newton, 
Albert Einstein, principle of conservation of energy). In humans, 
this means a slightly higher body temperature. This in turn 
means a faster metabolism and a much better immune system, 
because enzymes (proteins - consisting of amino acids) have 
their optimum performance at exactly 37 degrees Celsius. Enzy- 
mes are performance accelerators and radical scavengers! It has 
therefore been scientifically proven that muscle building and a 
protein-rich diet are essential for a top immune system; in other 
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words, a lifelong minus carb diet (less carbohydrates than prote- 
in) = the basis for a top immune system! The second effect of a 
higher body temperature is the increased resistance to climate 
change, i.e. a rise in temperature, as I am used to a higher body 
temperature and have therefore increased my resistance (increa- 
sed engine capacity in cars). The difference between an ambient 
temperature of 30 degrees and a body temperature of 36.6 de- 
grees (untrained person) and 36.9 degrees (trained athlete) is 
much smaller. And 0.3 degrees higher temperature is immense in 
medicine. The third effect is a higher pain tolerance. 

Ending the pandemic impossible because: 


_____—_-4 


1“ vaccinated person last vaccinated person 


Image 20 
Vaccination causes mutations; this is completely normal. Unfor- 


tunately, this is precisely why the pandemic cannot be ended by 
vaccination alone, because it is not a question of whether unvac- 
cineable mutations will occur, but when. It took twenty years to 
eradicate smallpox with an ingenious vaccine. In 2020, it was 
calculated that it would take around ten to twenty years to vacci- 
nate the whole world. By then we will have the 300th wave and 
the 96th vaccination. 

How long do you want to vaccinate and continue to ensure mu- 
tations? 

1000 years, 10000 years? Plan B? 

Apart from that, by the time you have achieved “herd immunity” 
in one country, unvaccineable mutations will already be on their 
way elsewhere. 

Question: When will herd immunity be achieved? 

In thirty years, in a hundred? 

Never in my life have I seen such helpless scientists and politi- 
cians. The pandemic can only be defeated by a virtuous lifestyle, 
because while natural immunity will continue to cause mutati- 
ons, no mutation is a problem for a top immune system. In addi- 
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tion, it is not possible for risk group 1 to develop long-lasting 
“antibody immunity” because these infections are asymptomatic 
and no or hardly any T-cell immunity can be achieved because 
the virus per se does not penetrate the cells in risk group 1. In- 
flammatory reactions should be largely avoided, as free radicals 
are produced with every inflammatory reaction (food intake, 
sport, exertion, alcohol, nicotine, infections, obesity...). In addi- 
tion to the HI virus, these have the potential to permanently de- 
stroy T cells and damage DNA. So far, so bad. How do you avo- 
id them? Not at all! You can almost only shorten them, e.g. only 
two to three meals a day. So how do you render free radicals 
harmless? This is a double-edged sword, because the immune 
system needs “a few” free radicals to defend against pathogens. 
This is rather suboptimal with antioxidants, better with enzymes, 
but this can only be achieved through dosed strength training 
over decades, because muscles provide significantly more T- 
cells and regulate the immune defense”. If you have a poor im- 
mune system, every infection has a carcinogenic effect, as too 
many free radicals are produced. These reduce the already low 
T-cell count even further. As a result, if you have a poor immune 
system, you find yourself in an endless downward spiral. Both 
the natural infection and a vaccination cause an inflammatory 
reaction. So the more often you get vaccinated, the more carci- 
nogenic the whole thing becomes, but this is your own fault 
through your lifestyle. As a result, the effect of the vaccination 
gets worse and worse over the years. And the longer the produc- 
tion time of the antibodies, the longer the immune response with 
free radicals. However, this is the sledgehammer method, as the 
free radicals not only cause lasting damage to the viruses, but 
also to the immune and body cells. The 2021 European Champi- 
onships and the Olympic Games in Tokyo have resulted in thou- 
sands of infections and not a single “athlete” was treated in in- 


203 Free Radicals in Biology and Medicine. Fifth Edition. Barry Halliwell 
and John M.C. Gutteridge. © Barry Halliwell and John M.C. Gutteridge 
2015. Published in 2015 by Oxford University Press. ISBN 978—0—19-— 
871747-8. 
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tensive care, because today's athletes don't smoke, only drink af- 
ter championship celebrations, get enough sleep etc... However, 
too much muscle mass is bad because, among other things, food 
intake is too high. This results in more free radicals. The ideal 
weight according to Creff is the point of reference here. The ra- 
tio must be right! Basically, what Christian Drosten says is cor- 
rect: you cannot improve the immune system through infection, 
you can only prevent it from deteriorating. 

What you have to be able to afford. See the regular movement of 
vintage cars. Doesn't make much sense with a poor immune sys- 
tem. What happens with infection/vaccination, exertion, food in- 
take, stress, obesity, no exercise? An inflammatory reaction. 
This is always accompanied by free radicals. 

Why are these “bad”? Because free radicals are the only ones 
besides the HI virus that can destroy the body and immune cells 
or, even worse, change their DNA. This results in the loss of T 
cells or their alteration. Unfortunately, however, this change is 
passed on when cells divide (immune cells divide extremely fre- 
quently). As a result of the reduction in T cells, the ageing pro- 
cess progresses, reducing the immune response, including a high 
level of cancer exposure due to the reduction in T cells and pro- 
liferation of the altered immune or body cells. This results in a 
loss of performance of the entire organism. How can this inflam- 
matory reaction be prevented or shortened? Through muscle 
training and by reducing the frequency of food intake. During 
muscle training, myokines are released™ , which regulate both 
the immune reaction and the inflammatory response, also initiate 
metabolic processes and repair processes, fat reduction, increase 
in blood plasma volume (up to 7 liters, untrained only approx. 5 
liters of blood plasma approx. 6-8 % of the body weight or 61- 
70 ml/kg), increase in blood flow speed (more oxygen in the or- 


204 https://www.zeitschrift-sportmedizin.de/die-wachsende-bedeutung- 


immunregulatorischer-effekte-von-koerperlicher-aktivitaet/2/?action=print 
Deutsche Zeitschrift fir Sportmedizin, 12/2017, Prof. Dr. rer.nat. Karsten 


Kriiger, Head of the “Sport and Health” department, Leibniz Universitat 
Hannover. 
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gans and faster transport), more immune cells in the blood.”” 
See increase in engine capacity of motor vehicles. However, this 
must not be “too much” or “too little”. The point of reference 
here is the ideal weight according to Creff. Too many free radi- 
cals cause damage, too few weaken the immune system, e.g. 
when fighting bacteria. Too many body cells/immune cells syn- 
thesize “too many” free radical scavengers, resulting in “too 
few” free radicals. Too many enzymes... too few enzymes... Too 
much muscle training also damages the body (see Ralf Moller, 
Arnold Schwarzenegger). The whole thing only works through 
lifelong muscle training including a minus carb diet, because 
otherwise you can no longer achieve the PERFORMANCE of 
muscle training, if you consume too much sugar/carbohydrates. 
However, the immune system can also deteriorate again by the 
less of muscle training. The frequency of food intake can be re- 
duced through somatic intelligence, which is only acquired 
through years of muscle training. Somatic intelligence cannot be 
learned. It's a bit like welding: I can theoretically know every- 
thing about it, but I still can't weld. What does an accuracy of 80 
or 90 % mean? 10% of risk groups 1 to 5 can, but do not have 
to, have a more severe course than indicated, including the same 
mortality rate. 10% of risk group 2 can therefore theoretically 
have 15% mortality. 90% because the thymus is a highly indivi- 
dualized organ and because there are no absolute figures. It is on 
the basis of absolute numbers not possible to determine whether 
the ability to produce 1 million antibodies indicates a good im- 
mune system or the ability to produce 50,000 antibodies indica- 
tes a poor one, because: A viral load of 2 million would therefo- 
re be an indication of a poor immune system, whereas a viral 
load of 30,000 would indicate a good one. However, this is an 
argumentum ad relativum?” (argument of relativity) and a clas- 
sic fallacy, because time must not be disregarded here. Further- 


205 Lehrbuch Vorklinik, Teil C, S. 3-33, Deutscher Arzte Verlag, 2003, 


https://www.medicalnewstoday.com/articles/321122#:~:text=Blood 
volume&text=According to a 2023 article,up to 50%25 more blood. 


206 If — then. If 49, then 7...Ratio 7:1. 
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more, the ideal weight is firstly not a purely rational quantity, se- 
condly one always weighs less in the morning than in the eve- 
ning and thirdly gravity” is not the same everywhere on earth. 
For young adults, the prediction is less accurate, because there 
are too few empirical observations, as the 20 - 30 age group sim- 
ply does not end up in intensive care as often. This is contradic- 
tory, but nevertheless correct. The fewer scientific observations, 
the less accurate the prediction. However, there is sufficient data 
on muscle mass and visceral fat to support my calculation. 
Children are not at risk because, due to their age, children can- 
not have visceral fat and usually build up sufficient muscle mass 
(e.g. through school sports) for their age. The more visceral fat, 
the more muscle mass is needed, but these are mutually exclusi- 
ve from a certain point onwards. Of course, this should not be 
regarded as a scientific publication, but as a rule of thumb, be- 
cause that is what it is intended for. A body fat percentage of 
10% for men is good, for women it should be a little higher. In 
the case of natural infection, it should be noted, that you must 
always reinfect yourself within your recovery status in order to 
remain immune. If this happens at the end of immunity, which is 
also decreasing, a severe course could occur. 


In conclusion, these are of course only guidelines, and medically 
it is almost impossible to predict how smoking a cigarette or ci- 
gar, for example, will affect a person's lifespan or illnesses. The 
fact is, however, that puffing is naturally less harmful than inha- 
ling. In addition, the strength of cigarettes or cigars is also rele- 
vant, how often you suck on them etc. However, it is safe to say, 
that both alcohol and nicotine consumption are harmful to he- 
alth. But people should have a little enjoyment. 


HILIV 


207 9,81 m/s2. 
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A chemical reaction can only take place if the reac- 
tants (or reactants) A and B together have a higher 
value of free enthalpy G than the end products C and 
D; A+B < C+D."[sic?” 

I.V 


Virus = mucus. 


Il.VI 


Brain jogging increases the ability to think. 


IL.VIr 


208 Life is the duration of the ability of mammals to function, which is 
shortened by free radicals. 

209 See also law of mass action of thermodynamics. Lehrbuch Vorklinik, 
Part A, p. 119ff. Deutscher Arzte Verlag, 2003. 

210 A virus is a pathogen of the respiratory organs of mammals, which leads 
to death due to the progressive weakening of the immune system. 

211 A muscle is a vertebrate organ that increases its performance through 
training. 

212 A break is the increased duration of abstinence compared to the duration 
of consumption. 
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IIL.1X 


Depending on the general health care and fatness of a nation. In- 
fluenza could be more dangerous in the USA than in Europe. 
Because since the general theory of relativity, immovable state- 
ments without any scientific and therefore no longer any legal 
relevance. Mathematically: A dangerous disease is the calculati- 
on of serious health consequences or death for a not inconside- 
rable proportion of the population. 


ix 
To put it bluntly: Christian Kahrmann*!> was extremely obese, 
an alcoholic and a drug addict, before his corona illness and no, 
dear Ms. Bottinger’'®, he was not bursting with strength! Anyone 
who doesn't look physically like me or Ralf Méller is unathletic! 


I.XI 
Being overweight leads to high inflammation levels. This results 
in a high IL 6 dosis. This high IL 6 dosis is responsible for mal- 
formations in the child?'’. Therefore, all overweight women 
must be prohibited from pregnancy, as this is an avoidable bur- 


213 An infection (inficere) is the penetration (mixing) of a pathogen/patho- 
gen into an organism. 

214 A dangerous disease exists if a significant proportion of the population is 
directly or indirectly at risk of serious health consequences or death. 

215 German actor and musician, who played in several shows and movies. 

216 German anchorwoman, who had a weekly talkshow in regional televisi- 
on and is already retired. 


171 


den on the healthcare system. 


Press release’ of Charite Berlin 2017 
Evidence of altered brain development in the unborn 
child 

Scientists at Charité — University medical center in 
Berlin have shown that increased inflammation le- 
vels during pregnancy can lead to changes in the un- 
born child's brain. These in turn could increase the 
risk of developing psychiatric disorders. In particu- 
lar, the cardinal symptom of these disorders, impai- 
red impulse control, appears to increase when ma- 
ternal inflammation levels are elevated during preg- 
nancy. The results of the current study have been pu- 
blished in the journal Biological Psychiatry*. Biolo- 
gical changes in inflammatory parameters during 
pregnancy can be associated with an infection, but 
can also occur in other situations, such as obesity or 
psychological stress. According to the latest findings, 
an increase in inflammation levels can lead to chan- 
ges in the brain of the developing child. As scientists 
led by Prof. Dr. Claudia Bufs have discovered, these 
newborns have an enlarged amygdala region in the 
brain, a region that plays an important role in emoti- 
onal evaluations and the recognition of situations. 
An altered networking of the amygdala with other 
brain regions was also observed. In cooperation 


217 Graham AM, Rasmussen JM, Rudolph MD, Heim CM, Gilmore JH, Sty- 
ner M, Potkin SG, Entringer S, Wadhwa PD, Fair DA, Buss C. Maternal 
Systemic Interleukin-6 During Pregnancy Is Associated With Newborn 
Amygdala Phenotypes and Subsequent Behavior at 2 Years of Age. Biol 
Psychiatry. 2017 Jun 19. pii: S0006-3223(17)31670-0. Doi: 
10.1016/j.biopsych.2017.05.027. 

URL: 

https://www.charite.de/service/pressemitteilung/artikel/detail/folgen_erhoehter 

entzuendungswerte_in_der_schwangerschaft/ 
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with the University of California Irvine, the research 
team led by Prof. Bufs was able to recruit almost 90 
women in the first trimester of their pregnancy for 
the study. In each subsequent trimester, i.e. a total of 
three times during the entire pregnancy, the expec- 
tant mothers and the unborn child were examined. In 
addition to ultrasound diagnostics and the evaluati- 
on of biological samples, any medical complications 
were recorded, as was the psychological well-being 
of the expectant mothers. Within the first month after 
birth, the children's brains were examined during 
natural sleep using magnetic resonance imaging. At 
the age of 24 months, the children's impulse control 
was assessed using playful exercises. “We found that 
not only neonatal changes in the amygdala occurred 
with increased interleukin-6 concentrations. In the 
further course, it was shown that these changes were 
associated with a lower ability to control impulses in 
the respective children at the age of two years,” ex- 
plains Prof. Buf. “We conclude from this that there 
is a connection between increased maternal inflam- 
mation levels and an increased risk of psychiatric 
Wellness that are accompanied by a lack of impulse 
control.” It is already known from animal models 
that infections and inflammation in pregnant animals 
lead to changes in the brain development of their off- 
spring and to behavioral changes. Epidemiological 
studies also support the current study results. They 
indicate that maternal infections and other clinical 
phenotypes associated with increased interleukin-6 
concentrations, such as obesity, can increase the risk 
of psychiatric illnesses such as schizophrenia and 
autism during pregnancy. 


I would also like to point out, that fat mass is just as heavily sup- 
plied with blood as muscle mass. Accordingly, it is not the “he- 
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alth-giving” myokines that are released into the blood and tis- 
sue, but “disease-causing” adipokines, which then accumulate in 
all organs, cause inflammation and create free radicals.*'* And 
these are disproportionately involved in dementia.*!” 


TH.XII 
The fewer patients there are, the fewer doctors are needed. This 
is why a doctor prefers to prescribe medication instead of sport, 
because otherwise he would have to give up his profession, be- 
cause as Nietzsche aptly remarked back in 1880: “He who lives 
by fighting an enemy (disease) has a legitimate interest in kee- 
ping him alive." *°° 


TH.XI 
On equal rights for men and women: The example of the profession 
of a stone lifter: A male stone lifter 190 cm, 88 kg body weight > 
50 % muscle mass is able to lift a stone weighing 50 kg. Since 
payment is based on performance. 
1.00 Euro per kg regardless of gender. The man earns 50 Euro. 
The woman can't do it at all, because, due to hormonal reasons, 
she can never move 50 kg using 100% of her performance re- 
sources. If she only manages 40 kg, she only gets 40.00 Euros! 
That is justice. If a time bonus were added to this, the woman's 
pay would be even lower, provided the recipients of this de- 
monstration have mastered basic arithmetic.”! 


WI. XII 
The definition V (102) on page 170 states, that the brain is a 
muscle that can grow through training. This increases its intelli- 
gence potential. What does the brain need to grow? 


218 Lehrbuch Vorklinik, Teil C-D, Deutscher Arzte Verlag, 2003, ISBN: 3- 
691-0440-4. 


219 https://www.intechopen.com/chapters/52065 
220 Human, All too human — Friedrich Nietzsche, Anaconda Verlag 2020. 


221 It's mega cool to see you silenced by science. 
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Mathematics, chess, Latin, musical instruments...and of course 
glucose. 

How does glucose get into the brain? 

Through the blood. Through lots of blood! So you have to incre- 
ase the amount of blood. 

How does that happen? 

Through muscle training.” 


It is the protein in the blood, that provides footbal- 
lers with some of their extra energy. By binding wa- 
ter, it helps athletes to increase their blood volume. 
The extra fluid prevents them from dehydrating du- 
ring heavy sweating and ensures good blood flow to 
the muscles. In addition, athletes have more red 
blood cells, which transport oxygen from the lungs to 
every corner of the body. While untrained people 
have a blood volume of around 76 milliliters per ki- 
logram of body weight, the figure for enduran- 
ce-trained people is around 95 milliliters per kilo- 
gram of body weight. This means, that a professional 
footballer weighing 80 kilograms has around 7.6 li- 
ters of blood circulating through his veins, while an 
80-kilogram amateur sportsman only has around 6 
liters. 


So you first have to train for at least five years to create the po- 
tential (cubic capacity) for thinking. Once you have achieved 
this, you ONLY have the potential to be intelligent. If you don't 
train your brain now, all you have is your good looks. So if a 
man fully utilizes his biological potential, he is always more in- 
telligent than a woman, because a woman can never reach the 


222 https://www.spiegel.de/gesundheit/ernaehrung/blut-bei-ausdauersportler- 


mehr-volumen-und-rote-blutkoerperchen-a-97552 1 .htm] 

223 "Sportphysiologie" von Horst de Merées, erschienen im Sportverlag 
StrauB; "Sportmedizin" von Peter Markworth, erschienen bei der Nikol 
Verlagsgemeinschaft und "Anatomie und Physiologie" von Gerald Tortora 
und Bryan Derrickson, erschienen bei Wiley-VCH. 
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mental potential of a man, since the possible size of the brain is 
in direct correlation to the amount of glucose — blood > 
muscle mass. This is, because a woman can never reach the 
muscle mass of a man, therefore not the amount of blood and 
therefore not the amount of glucose required for extraordinary 
mental performance. We are not talking about beer-bellied! spe- 
cimens of the male sex. However, the brain grows not only 
through glucose, but also through BDNF. But this in turn is 
also induced solely by muscle training. However, due to their 
higher performance and “energy output”, men also have to con- 
sume more energy (another word for this is: eat), which of cour- 
se eats up the additional earnings. If payment is based on perfor- 
mance, the person with more muscle mass always earns more. 


HI.XIV 

Implants in the human body are by no means a metal allergy 
propagated by the pharmaceutical industry, but a desired and ne- 
cessary immune reaction of the body. Like pretty much every- 
thing else, this can also be trained away, which is more likely to 
indicate a suppressed immune system. Since free radicals are to 
be prevented, implants are also to be prevented. If you need new 
teeth - brush them better, if you have a broken leg - take better 
care! “But I want this and that...” Well, who's sorry, they're not a 
lion.... 


224 https://www.spektrum.de/news/training-sport-macht-klug/1782986 
Spektrum.de Interview 04.01.2021, Aktualisiert am 02.02.2021 08:00 


BDNF: Brain derived neurotrophic factor. 
225 Vaccine damage is the permanent loss of the ability to maintain previous 
activities, occupations or activities. 
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Abstract 

Physical activity decreases the risk of a network of diseases, and 
exercise may be prescribed as medicine for lifestyle-related dis- 
orders such as type 2 diabetes, dementia, cardiovascular disea- 
ses, and cancer. During the past couple of decades, it has been 
apparent that skeletal muscle works as an endocrine organ, 
which can produce and secrete hundreds of myokines that exert 
their effects in either autocrine, paracrine, or endocrine manners. 
Recent advances show that skeletal muscle produces myokines 
in response to exercise, which allow for crosstalk between the 
muscle and other organs, including brain, adipose tissue, bone, 
liver, gut, pancreas, vascular bed, and skin, as well as communi- 
cation within the muscle itself. Although only few myokines 
have been allocated to a specific function in humans, it has been 
identified that the biological roles of myokines include effects 
on, for example, cognition, lipid and glucose metabolism, brow- 
ning of white fat, bone formation, endothelial cell function, hy- 
pertrophy, skin structure, and tumor growth. This suggests that 
myokines may be useful biomarkers for monitoring exercise 
prescription for people with, for example, cancer, diabetes, or 
neurodegenerative diseases. 
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Essential Points 
*Myokines are defined as cytokines and other peptides that are 
produced, expressed and released by muscle fibers and exert eit- 
her autocrine, paracrine, or endocrine effects 
*Myokines mediate communication between muscle and other 
organs, including brain, adipose tissue, bone, liver, gut, pancre- 
as, vascular bed, and skin, as well as within the muscle itself 
*Myokines exert their effects on, for example, cognition, lipid 
and glucose metabolism, browning of white fat, bone formation, 
endothelial cell function, hypertrophy, skin structure, and tumor 
growth 
*The myokine IL-6 mediates the exercise-associated anti-inflam- 
matory effects both acutely with each bout of exercise and as a 
consequence of training adaptation, including reduction in abdo- 
minal adiposity. 
*The identification of new myokines and their specific roles may 
lead to novel therapeutic targets 
*Myokines can be useful biomarkers for monitoring the type and 
amount of exercise that are required for the prescription of exer- 
cise for people with, for example, cancer, diabetes, or neurode- 
generative diseases. 
Within the society of human integrative physiology, the awaren- 
ess of an exercise factor that is able to mediate exercise-induced 
changes in other organs such as liver and adipose tissue dates 
back more than 50 years. It was clear that signaling pathways 
from exercising skeletal muscle to other organs were not solely 
mediated via the nervous system, since electrical stimulation of 
paralyzed muscles in patients with no efferent or afferent nerve 
impulses induced the same types of physiological changes as 
were found in healthy human beings. Thus, it was obvious that | 
or several humoral factors had to be released from contracting 
muscles to the blood. 
Before such factors were identified, they were referred to as the 
“work factor” or the “exercise factor”. Our finding in 2000 that 
skeletal muscle produced and released interleukin-6 (IL-6) into 
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the circulation as well as research during the subsequent years, 
demonstrating that IL-6 has multiple metabolic effects in other 
parts of the body, identified IL-6 as an exercise factor and skele- 
tal muscle as a secretory organ with endocrine functions. 

Given the multiple physiological, metabolic, and immunological 
effects of exercise, it was obvious that more than | exercise fac- 
tor was likely to be found. In 2003, we introduced the term 
“myokines” and suggested that ,,cytokines and other peptides 
that are produced, expressed and released by muscle fibers and 
exert either autocrine, paracrine or endocrine effects should be 
classified as myokines”. 

Following the identification of muscle-derived IL-6, it soon be- 
came clear that muscles were able to secrete hundreds of pepti- 
des. Although the biological function has been described for 
only 5% of all known myokines, the identification of the myoki- 
nome has provided a new paradigm and a conceptual basis for 
understanding by which mechanisms muscles communicate with 
other organs. It has been proposed that the total sum of all exer- 
cise-induced factors (such as peptides and nucleic acids) 
released from muscle and other organs into the blood should be 
named “exerkines”. Exerkines may be released within extracel- 
lular vesicles known as exosomes, which may contain nucleic 
acids, peptides, messenger ribonucleic acid (mRNA), microRNA 
and mitochondrial deoxyribonucleic acid. Although there is an 
overlap between myokines and exerkines, the present review fo- 
cuses on myokines. 

The role of myokines has previously been reviewed, identifying 
more than 650 myokines. Some myokines are responsible for 
mediating energy supply in relation to acute bouts of exercise. 
Myokines are also involved in muscle proliferation, differentiati- 
on, and regeneration independent of exercise. During exercise, 
myokines signal within the muscle and mediate muscle—organ 
crosstalk to the brain, adipose tissue, bone, liver, gut, pancreas, 
vascular bed, and skin. In addition, myokines with anticancer ef- 
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fects have been recognized. The aim of the present review is to 
provide an update of recent advances within the myokine field. 


Muscle—Muscle Crosstalk 


Myogenesis 
Some myokines exert their effect within skeletal muscle itself 
and are involved in the regulation of muscle mass. 
Myostatin was the first identified muscle-derived factor that ful- 
fills the myokine criteria as outlined above. Myostatin is a mem- 
ber of the transforming growth factor 6 (TGF-B) superfamily 
and negatively regulates myogenesis in an autocrine manner. 
Massive muscle hypertrophy is seen in myostatin knockout 
mice, cattle, sheep, and dogs that demonstrate an increase in fi- 
ber cross-sectional area and in fiber number. 
Decorin has been identified as a myokine that is regulated by 
exercise and acts as an antagonist to myostatin. Circulating le- 
vels of decorin are increased in response to exercise in humans, 
whereas exercise training reduces the levels of myostatin within 
muscles and blood. 
Although the myokine IL-6 is mostly recognized for its regula- 
tory effects in lipid and glucose metabolism, IL-6 also plays im- 
portant roles in myogenesis. Mufioz-Canoves and her team iden- 
tified IL-6 as an anabolic factor in preclinical models. Genetic 
loss of IL-6 impaired muscle hypertrophy in vivo, whereas myo- 
tube-produced IL-6 stimulated muscle cell proliferation in a pa- 
racrine fashion. 
Leukemia inhibitory factor (LIF) is a member of the IL-6 cyto- 
kine superfamily and has multiple biological functions. LIF pro- 
tein has been shown to be secreted from human cultured myotu- 
bes; when electrically stimulated LIF stimulates satellite cell 
proliferation. It has further been shown that both IL-6 and LIF 
activate myotube mTORC1 signaling in a time- and dose-depen- 
dent fashion. 
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A number of other myokines, including IL-15 and IL-7 have fur- 
ther been demonstrated to possess anabolic features in rodent 
models. 


Metabolic actions 
While IL-6 is characterized as a myokine with endocrine effects, 
it also works in a paracrine manner exerting metabolic effects 
within the muscle itself. 
Physical inactivity is associated with high circulating basal le- 
vels of IL-6 in humans. Moreover, the acute exercise-induced 
rise in systemic levels of IL-6 and muscular IL-6 mRNA are di- 
minished by training in humans. In contrast, the muscular ex- 
pression of the IL-6 receptor (IL-6R) is elevated in trained hu- 
man muscle, suggesting that muscular sensitivity to IL-6 is in- 
creased by training adaptation. IL-6 signaling within the muscle 
can affect both glucose uptake and fat oxidation. 
It is well documented that IL-6 increases both basal glucose upt- 
ake and glucose transporter GLUT4 translocation. In addition, 
IL-6 increases insulin-stimulated glucose uptake in vitro and in 
healthy humans in vivo. Thus, when recombinant human IL-6 
(rhIL-6) was infused into healthy humans together with a hype- 
rinsulinemic, euglycemic clamp, it improved peripheral insu- 
lin-stimulated glucose uptake. The effects of IL-6 on glucose 
uptake in vitro was shown to be mediated by activation of ade- 
nosine 5’-monophosphate-activated protein kinase (AMPK). Se- 
veral other studies have described that IL-6 can increase intra- 
myocellular or whole body fatty acid oxidation via AMPK acti- 
vation. 
Brain-derived neurotrophic factor (BDNF) is also expressed in 
human skeletal muscles, but BDNF is not released into the cir- 
culation and does not work in an endocrine way. In contrast, 
BDMF is identified as a myokine capable of enhancing AMPK 
activation and hence lipid oxidation in an autocrine or paracrine 
manner. 
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Musclin has been identified as an exercise-induced factor pro- 
moting skeletal muscle mitochondrial biogenesis in mice. Re- 
cent evidence shows that musclin abolishes muscle atrophy rela- 
ted with cancer in mice. 


Muscle—Brain Crosstalk 


Evidence is accumulating that physical exercise has positive he- 
alth effects on cognitive function and brain health. Physical acti- 
vity and exercise training decrease the risk of dementia and ap- 
pear to play a role in the treatment of this disease. In general, it 
is found that physical activity decreases the rate of cognitive de- 
cline in healthy people and in people with neurodegenerative 
disorders across the life span. Moreover, physical exercise has a 
positive impact on stress, anxiety, and depression. Other studies 
have shown that an active lifestyle is associated with learning 
and memory, executive functions, language and reaction time, 
academic achievement in children, and intelligence in adole- 
scents. Physical activity has also beneficial effects on appetite, 
sleep, and mood. 

Exercise has been shown to influence the hippocampus more 
than any other part of the brain. Studies in rodents and humans 
have shown that exercise increases hippocampus volume and the 
blood flow to this part of the brain. In particular, exercise has 
been shown to influence neurogenesis in the dentate gyrus and 
to increase synapse plasticity. 

The finding that muscle contraction is sensed by the brain sug- 
gests that peripheral factors induced by exercise may be invol- 
ved in direct crosstalk between working muscle and brain functi- 
on. 

Cathepsin B and irisin cross the blood-brain barrier and stimula- 
te BDNF production, which leads to hippocampal neurogenesis. 
IL-6 stimulates appetite. Abbreviations: BDNF, brain-derived 
neurotrophic factor. 


Cognition, hippocampal neurogenesis, and learning 
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Recent findings suggest that a muscle—brain endocrine loop 
exists, which at least in part may be mediated by myokine signa- 
ling. Other possible mediators include various metabolites, non- 
coding RNAs, hormonal responses, and muscular enzymes with 
impact on circulating compounds. BDNF appears to play a do- 
minant role in mediating the effects of exercise on hippocampus. 
Rodent studies demonstrate increased BDNF mRNA and BDNF 
protein within the hippocampus in response to wheel running for 
1-8 weeks. Furthermore, BDNF has been shown to be mechani- 
stically linked to exercise-induced improvement in cognitive 
functions, such as memory and learning. 

Studies in humans show that BDNF is released from the brain 
during a bout of bicycle exercise, and aerobic exercise training 
for 3 months increases the volume of the hippocampus in heal- 
thy individuals by 12% and by 16% in patients with schizophre- 
nia. BDNF is a growth factor for the hippocampus and involved 
in, for example, cell survival and learning. The finding that 
BDMF is also expressed in human skeletal muscle during exerci- 
se is interesting; however, muscle-derived BDNF has not been 
shown to be released from muscle into the blood stream, thereby 
mediating a direct muscle—brain interaction. 

A couple of interesting studies propose that the myokines ca- 
thepsin-B and irisin may pass the blood-brain barrier and provo- 
ke an increase in BDNF. Moon et al. recently identified a novel 
myokine, cathepsin B (CTSB) and demonstrated in a series of 
elegant studies that exercise leads to elevated systemic levels of 
CTSB, which promote expression of BDNF in the hippocampus 
and stimulate neurogenesis. Running led to an increased muscu- 
lar expression of the CTSB gene in mice and an increase in 
CTSB in plasma from mice, rhesus monkeys, and in humans fol- 
lowing treadmill running for 4 months. CTSB was furthermore 
shown to pass the blood-brain barrier in mice. Moon et al. also 
performed studies in CTSB knockout mice and showed that 
mice lacking CTSB were resistant to an effect of voluntary exer- 
cise as regards hippocampal growth and improved cognition. It 
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is not known if the myokine CTSB mediates enhanced cognitive 
functions in humans in response to exercise training. 

The PGC-1a-dependent myokine irisin, known for its browning 
effects, may also be involved in mediating effects of physical 
activity on the brain. When irisin is overexpressed in primary 
cortical neurons, it leads to an increase in BDNF expression, 
whereas RNAi-mediated knockdown of FNDCS is followed by 
a reduction of BDNF. Moreover, systemic levels of irisin is ele- 
vated when irisin is delivered to the murine liver via adenoviral 
vectors, which leads to increased levels of BDNF in the hippo- 
campus. It is controversial whether exercise raises plasma con- 
centrations of irisin in humans, and whether irisin is involved in 
a muscle—brain endocrine loop. 


Appetite 

Elevated levels of IL-6 accompany, for example, obesity and 
type 2 diabetes, and IL-6 is often linked with the metabolic syn- 
drome, not least in animal models. However, IL-6 has also been 
shown to affect metabolic actions beneficially. IL-6-deficient 
mice gain weight and develop whole-body insulin resistance. 
Other rodent studies show that IL-6 triggers proliferation of pan- 
creatic alpha cells in the obese state and stimulates the producti- 
on of glucagon-like peptide (GLP)-1 and hence insulin secreti- 
on. Studies in murine macrophages and hepatocytes show that 
IL-6 improves glucose homeostasis. 

Human studies demonstrate that physiological levels of IL-6 
have many positive effects, including an enhancement of both 
insulin-stimulated glucose uptake and lipolysis and fat oxidati- 
on. IL-6 also delays gastric emptying and thereby exerts effects 
on postprandial glucose control. Infusion of IL-6 to humans sti- 
mulates the production of IL-1ra and IL-10 and inhibits endoto- 
xin-induced tumor necrosis factor (TNF) production, thereby in- 
ducing anti-inflammatory effects. 

During muscle work, IL-6 is produced by human contracting 
skeletal muscle and released into the blood in a TNF-indepen- 
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dent fashion. The release of IL-6 leads to an exponential rise in 
circulating concentrations of IL-6 in humans. Systemic IL-6 
knockout mice accumulate adipose tissue, whereas central over- 
expression of IL-6 leads to a decrease in body weight, indicating 
that IL-6 is a player in body weight control. Another murine stu- 
dy demonstrated that lack of muscular IL-6 led to a decrease in 
body weight and food consumption in response to leptin. 

A study showed that IL-6 improves glucose tolerance and sup- 
presses feeding when it is applied centrally in mice, but not in- 
traperitoneally at the same dose. However, a 4-fold higher IL-6 
concentration injected peripherally significantly reduced food 
intake. This finding suggests that high systemic concentrations 
of IL-6 can pass the blood-brain barrier and exert central effects 
on appetite. Thus, it is likely that muscle-derived IL-6, elicited 
by exercise of long duration and high intensity, may inhibit ap- 
petite. 


Muscle—Adipose Crosstalk 


Myokines are involved in the regulation of lipid metabolism in 
relation to exercise and recent evidence suggests that some myo- 
kines may also have the capacity to induce browning of white 
adipose tissue. 

IL-6 stimulates lipolysis decreases visceral fat mass. Irisin, me- 
teorin-like, and IL-6 have a role in “browning” of white adipose 
tissue. IL-6 and BDNF stimulate AMPK activation. 


Lipolysis 

The effect of exercise-induced IL-6 on fat metabolism is one of 
the most well supported findings. In vitro studies and studies in 
rodents show that IL-6 can enhance lipolysis and fat oxidation, 
via a mechanism that involves AMPK activation. In vivo studies 
show that rhIL-6 enhances lipolysis and fat oxidation in healthy 
young and elderly humans and IL-6 autoantibodies appear to be 
involved in the pathogenesis of a subset of type 2 diabetes. 
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Abdominal adiposity is associated with type 2 diabetes, cardio- 
vascular disease, dementia, colon cancer, and breast cancer. Ab- 
dominal adiposity is also associated with all-cause mortality, 
both in obese people and in people with a normal body weight. 
Epidemiological studies clearly show that an association exists 
between abdominal adiposity and low fitness as well as bet- 
ween abdominal adiposity and low-grade inflammation. Inter- 
vention studies show that physical inactivity promotes an increa- 
se in the amount of visceral adipose tissue, whereas exercise 
training diminishes visceral adipose tissue mass. 

It was, however, not until recently that a mechanism underlying 
the link between exercise and abdominal fat was established. 
Abdominally obese humans were randomized to tocilizumab 
(IL-6 receptor antibody) or placebo during an intervention of 12 
weeks with either aerobic exercise or no exercise. As expected, 
exercise training led to a reduction in visceral adipose tissue 
mass. However, this effect was abolished by IL-6 receptor blo- 
ckade. Moreover, IL-6 receptor blockade abolished the exercise- 
induced loss of cardiac fat. 


Browning 

Brown fat expresses a set of proteins, such as uncoupling protein 
1 (UCP1). The fact that white adipose tissue can shift into a 
brown-like phenotype, the discovery of brown fat in humans, 
and the potentially beneficial effects of these depots have stimu- 
lated a number of studies to explore whether lifestyle, such as 
exercise, can contribute to induce browning of white fat. 

In 2012, irisin was reported as a myokine with the ability to 
brown white adipose tissue in mice. It was shown that muscular 
PGC1-a expression stimulates an increase in the expression of 
the membrane FNDCS that is cleaved and secreted as irisin. Cell 
culture studies demonstrated that irisin stimulates UCP1 expres- 
sion and other brown fat-like genes. However, while evidence 
exists that irisin is released from rodent muscle and has brow- 
ning effects, it is debated whether exercise leads to an increase 
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in plasma irisin levels in humans. The controversy is mainly ba- 
sed on the fact that previous studies have used commercial enzy- 
me-linked immunosorbent assay kits for irisin, which seems to 
be unspecific. 

A couple of other exercise-induced myokines with browning ef- 
fects have been identified. In 2014, Spiegelman’s group identi- 
fied meteorin-like (Metrnl), a circulating muscle-derived factor, 
that is induced in muscle after exercise. Metrnl stimulates the 
expression of genes associated with beige fat thermogenesis, it 
further stimulates energy expenditure and improves glucose to- 
lerance. Yet, the role of Metrnl in humans remains to be identi- 
fied. 

A world of literature has proven that IL-6 is released from con- 
tracting human muscle cells into the circulation and that it con- 
tributes to the exponential increase in plasma IL-6 in relation to 
exercise, reviewed in. Studies suggest that IL-6 can induce 
browning of white adipose tissue. Daily intraperitoneal injecti- 
ons of IL-6 to mice for 1 week increased UCP1 mRNA in ingui- 
nal white adipose tissue. 

A study by Kristof et al. found that IL-6 was mainly produced 
by fully differentiated adipocytes. When the IL-6 receptor was 
blocked during differentiation, brown marker genes were down- 
regulated, suggesting that beige adipocytes regulate IL-6 pro- 
duction to enhance browning in an autocrine manner. It remains 
to be shown that the physiological concentrations of IL-6, 
released during exercise, have browning effects. 

There are a few other circulating factors during exercise, which 
have the potential to induce browning. B-Aminoisobutyric acid 
is a small molecule, a nonprotein beta-amino acid, not classified 
as a myokine, but secreted from myocytes. Moreover, B-aminoi- 
sobutyric acid has browning effects on human adipocytes. In ad- 
dition, 2 hepatokines appear to play a role in exercise-induced 
browning of white adipose tissue. The Fibroblast growth factor 
21 (FGF-21) and Follistatin are released from human liver du- 
ring exercise and this release is controlled by the glucagon-to-in- 
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sulin ratio. Evidence exists that both Follistatin and FGF-21 can 
induce browning of white adipose tissue cells. 

The finding that circulating factors during exercise may induce 
browning of white adipose tissue has so far largely been restric - 
ted to rodents and has not been consistently demonstrated in hu- 
mans. 


Muscle—Bone Crosstalk 


Muscle and bone are closely related during development growth, 
and muscle disuse and/or muscle atrophy result in osteoporosis . 
As pointed out by Guo et al., muscle mass, measured as lean 
body mass, can only explain up to 20% of the variety in bone 
mineral density and decreased mechanical loading, as seen with 
muscle atrophy alone, is not likely to fully explain the loss of 
bone mass. It is obvious that bone mass could also be regulated 
by muscle-derived biochemical factors such as myokines. 
Decorin, IL-6, IGF-1, and FGF-2 positively regulate bone for- 
mation. Abbreviations: FGF-2, fibroblast growth factor 2; IGF- 
1, insulin-like growth factor I. 

Studies in mice show that inhibition of the myokine myostatin 
pathway leads to an increase in bone mass, whereas myostatin 
reduces osteoclast formation and bone destruction in a TNF-a 
transgenic mouse model of rheumatoid arthritis. Thus, whereas 
myostatin is a negative regulator of bone, it is a positive regula- 
tor of bone resorption. 

Overexpression of IL-6 in IL-6 transgenic mice resulted in in- 
creased osteoclastogenesis. IL-6 appears to induce bone resorp- 
tion through receptor activator of nuclear factor kappa-B ligand 
(RANKL) -dependent enhanced osteoclastogenesis/osteoclast 
differentiation as well as via osteoblast-derived prostaglandin E2 
(PGE2)-dependent osteoclast activation. 

Given that trained people have low circulating basal levels of 
IL-6, whereas IL-6 increases with each bout of exercise, the in- 
terpretation of the findings above only makes sense if it is the 
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chronic basal levels of IL-6 that modulate bone, rather than the 
acute peaks in IL-6 levels as also pointed out by Banfi. 
Insulin-like growth factor 1 (IGF-1) has been shown to have a 
positive effect on bone formation. Muscle-derived IGF-1 can act 
on local osteoblasts that express the IGF-1 receptor and thereby 
promote bone formation. 

Osteoglycin is a myokine that appears to inhibit myoblast migra- 
tion during myogenesis. Other myokines have been shown to af- 
fect bone metabolism, either positively (IGF-I, FGF-2, IL-15), 
or negatively (eg, TGF-B). 


Muscle—Liver Crosstalk 


In order to maintain glucose homeostasis during exercise, gluco- 
se uptake in muscle is accompanied by increased glucose pro- 
duction from the liver. Mediators of endogenous glucose pro- 
duction include an increase in the portal venous glucagon-to-in- 
sulin ratio, epinephrine, and norepinephrine, but these factors 
cannot alone account for the rapid increase in glucose producti- 
on (reviewed in, eg. In 1961, Goldstein suggested that muscle 
cells might be able to produce a “humoral” component that 
could contribute to hepatic glucose production. 

We infused rhIL-6 into resting human subjects and showed that 
acute administration of physiological concentrations of rhIL-6 
did not influence whole-body glucose disposal, glucose uptake, 
or endogenous glucose production. However, in 2004, we pu- 
blished a study showing that during bicycle exercise IL-6 contri- 
butes to the increase in endogenous glucose production. Healthy 
young males underwent 2 hours of bicycle exercise on 3 separa- 
te occasions at (1) a relatively high intensity; (2) a low intensity, 
and (3) a low intensity + infusion of IL-6 to mimic the plasma 
levels of IL-6 observed during high-intensity exercise. The study 
showed the existence of direct muscle—liver crosstalk. Muscle- 
derived IL-6 plays a role in triggering glucose output from the 
liver during exercise in humans. 
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A murine study from 2018 showed that IL-6 treatment enhances 
AKT signaling and reduces gluconeogenic gene expression in 
livers from low and high fat fed mice, demonstrating that the be- 
neficial effects of IL-6 on glucose and insulin homeostasis, in 
vivo, are maintained in obesity. 


Muscle—Gut Crosstalk 


A classic study by Ellingsgaard et al. elegantly showed that acu- 
te elevations in IL-6 stimulates GLP-1 secretion from both intes- 
tinal L-cells and pancreatic B-cells, leading to improved secreti- 
on of insulin. This finding implicates IL-6 in a beneficial regula- 
tion of insulin secretion and suggests that IL-6 is involved in an 
endocrine loop that may protect against impaired glucose 
homeostasis. 

Angiogenin, osteoprotegerin, and IL-6 possess pancreatic B-cell 
protective actions against proinflammatory cytokines. IL-6 in- 
creases insulin secretion by inducing the expression of GLP-1 
by the L cells of the intestine. Abbreviations: GLP-1, gluca- 
gon-like peptide 1. 

A recent study from our group looked at the effects of IL-6 on 
postprandial glycemia and insulin secretion in humans and 
found that IL-6 delays the rate of gastric emptying, which is the 
most significant regulator of postprandial glucose. The study 
identifies a new role of human IL-6 being involved in gastric 
emptying and sparing insulin in a postprandial situation. 


Muscle—B-Cell Crosstalk 


It is well established that exercise can enhance insulin sensitivi- 
ty, whereas it is less clear whether exercise can improve insulin 
secretion and whether a communication exists between insu- 
lin-resistant skeletal muscle and pancreatic f-cells. 

It has previously been shown that excessive concentrations of 
TNF-a induce insulin resistance in humans in vivo. We used 
TNF-a to induce insulin resistance in human myotubes. Conditi- 
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oned media from muscle cells incubate with and without TNF-a 
were added to human and rat primary B-cells. The study identi- 
fied a link between skeletal muscle and B-cells that is influenced 
by the insulin resistant state of the muscle . 

Studying primary muscle cell cultures established from triceps 
brachii, soleus, and quadriceps led to the identification of angio- 
genin and osteoprotegerin, which were shown to be triceps-spe- 
cific myokines that could mediate anti-inflammatory actions and 
protect B-cell survival. These results indicate that type I and type 
II muscles impact insulin secretion differentially in type 2 diabe- 
tes via specific myokines secretion. 

Whereas TNF-a may inhibit B-cell function indirectly, IL-18 has 
been identified as a direct key player in B-cell damage, although 
IL-18 inhibition with canakinumab did not reduce the incidence 
of diabetes. It has clearly been shown that IL-6 positively regu- 
lates B-cell mass in vivo by stimulating B-cell proliferation and 
preventing apoptosis induced by metabolic stress. Therefore, 
exercise-induced increase in IL-6 production may be involved in 
protecting pancreatic B-cell mass and function. 


Muscle—Vascular Bed Crosstalk 


By stimulating the in vivo growth of functional type IT muscle 
fibers, the Walsh group identified novel muscle-secreted factors. 
Follistatin-like 1 (FSTL1) was shown to be produced by both 
skeletal and cardiac muscle cells and is also termed a cardiokine 


FSTL1 has been shown to possess cardioprotective effects, pro- 
moting endothelial cell function and thereby revascularization in 
animal models of cardiac injury through a mechanism that inclu- 
des nitric oxide synthase. Circulating levels of FSTL1 may work 
as a biomarker as high concentrations of FSTL1 are seen in pati- 
ents with systolic and diastolic heart failure, and as FSTL1 le- 
vels exhibit prognostic significance in the acute coronary syn- 
drome. Using a dog model, it was recently shown that FSTL1 
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can positively regulate myocardial substrate metabolism, in 


| Muscle—Skin Crosstalk 


Aging is associated with numerous alterations, including chan- 
ges of the skin. Tarnopolsky and colleagues demonstrated that 
endurance exercise improves age-associated skin changes in 
both mice and humans. They showed that exercise regulates 
muscular IL-15 expression via skeletal muscle AMPK. Elimina- 
tion of muscle AMPK led to a weakening of skin structure, whe- 
reas IL-15 injections mimic some of the anti-aging effects of 
exercise on murine skin. The study supports the idea that exerci- 
se retards skin aging via a mechanism that involves muscle-deri- 
ved IL-15. 


Muscle—Immune Inflammation 
Crosstalk 


During exercise, muscle works as an immunoregulatory organ 
with impact on leukocyte subset trafficking and inflammation. 
IL-6 has anti-inflammatory effects as it inhibits TNF production 
and stimulates the production of IL-1ra and IL-10. IL-6 stimula- 
tes cortisol production and thereby induces neutrocytosis and 
lymphopenia. Abbreviations: IL-lra, IL-1 receptor antagonist; 
TNF, tumor necrosis factor. 


Lymphocyte and neutrophil trafficking 

During exercise, lymphocytes and neutrophils are mobilized to 
the blood. Following long-duration exercise of high intensity, 
the concentration of lymphocytes falls below pre-exercise values 
whereas the neutrophil number continues to increase . The acute 
exercise effect on lymphocytes and neutrophils is mediated by 
adrenaline, but the post-exercise reduction in lymphocyte num- 
ber and the continuous increase in neutrophil number are media- 
ted by both adrenaline and cortisol. 
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There are some indications that the exercise-induced rise in cor- 
tisol is mediated by IL-6. The infusion of IL-6 to mimic the ef- 
fects of exercise led to an increase in cortisol and, consequently, 
a decrease in the lymphocyte number accompanied by an increa- 
se in neutrophil number. 

Two other studies payed some support to a possible link between 
IL-6, lymphocyte number and cortisol. Carbohydrate ingestion 
during exercise blunted the exercise-induced IL-6 response, the 
increase in lymphocyte number as well as the cortisol. Moreo- 
ver, antioxidant supplementation totally inhibited the release of 
IL-6 from exercising human muscle as well as the exercise-indu- 
ced increase in systemic levels of cortisol. 


The anti-inflammatory effects of exercise 
Physical inactivity is associated with low-grade chronic inflam- 
mation, not least when a physical inactive lifestyle is associated 
with obesity. 
In humans, exercise training can induce anti-inflammatory ef- 
fects both acutely with each bout of exercise and via long-term 
training adaptation including reduction in abdominal adiposity. 
The exercise-induced acute increase in IL-6 stimulates an an- 
ti-inflammatory systemic environment. Thus, IL-6 promotes an 
increase in the production of the anti-inflammatory cytokines, 
IL-1 receptor antagonist (IL-lra) and IL-10. IL-1ra inhibits IL- 
1B signal transduction and IL-10 inhibits synthesis of TNF-a. 
We infused a very low dose of Escherichia coli endotoxin to he- 
althy subjects, who were randomized to either rest or exercise 
prior to the endotoxin administration. Exercise prior to endoto- 
xin totally blunted the increase in circulating levels of TNF-a 
that was observed during a resting situation. 
Previous studies in cultured human monocytes have shown that 
IL-6 prevents endotoxin-induced TNF-a production. Moreover, 
it was shown that IL-6-deficient knockout mice have elevated 
levels of TNF-a. It was therefore expected that an infusion of 
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rhIL-6 prior to endotoxin administration would also blunt the 
TNF-a response in humans and this was in fact what was found . 
Together these data show that an acute bout of exercise induces 
anti-inflammatory effects that may at least partially be mediated 
by IL-6, not excluding other anti-inflammatory factors such as 
adrenaline and cortisol, as previously discussed. 

A recent murine study suggested that IL-6 may induce either 
pro- or anti-inflammatory actions depending on cell source. 
Using a mouse model with conditional expression of 
the //6 gene, it was found that IL6 derived from adipocytes in- 
creased, while IL6 derived from myeloid cells and muscle sup- 
pressed, macrophage infiltration of adipose tissue. The finding 
of opposite actions of IL-6, depending of the cell source, appea- 
red to be due to a switch of IL6 signaling from a canonical mode 
(myeloid cells) to a noncanonical trans-signaling mode (adipo- 
cytes and muscle) which involved increased expression of the 
ADAM10/17 metalloprotease that enhances trans-signaling via 
the soluble IL6 receptor a. 

Long-term anti-inflammatory effects are facilitated via exercise- 
training reduction in abdominal fat. In fact, an association has 
been established between physical inactivity and visceral fat in 
both rodents and humans. Accumulation of visceral fat, which is 
more inflamed than subcutaneous fat, leads to chronic systemic 
inflammation that predisposes to atherosclerosis, elevated blood 
lipids, insulin resistance, neurodegeneration, muscle waste, and 
anemia, factors that are likely to lead to decreased physical acti- 
vity. Lack of exercise provokes accumulation of more visceral 
fat and thereby further enhances inflammation and hence a net- 
work of chronic diseases. Thereby, a vicious circle of chronic in- 
flammation is established. 

Exercise training will lead to a decrease in visceral and cardiac 
fat mass and hence a decrease in circulating inflammatory mole- 
cules via a mechanism that involves exercise-induced increase 
in IL-6, as described above. 
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Muscle—Cancer Crosstalk 
Epidemiological studies suggest that physical activity in leisure 
time reduces the risk of at least 13 different cancer types. People 
who are physically active after a diagnosis of prostate cancer, 
colorectal cancer, and breast cancer have a higher survival rate 
than physically inactive people suffering from the same cancer 
types. 

It is obvious, that many cancers are accompanied by systemic 
low-grade chronic inflammation and that such inflammation 
may drive tumor progression. Therefore, the anti-inflammatory 
effects of physical training may mediate some of the protective 
effects of exercise on cancer development. 

Pernille Hojman and her team explored the effect of exercise on 
tumor growth in preclinical models. She first established a 
B16F10 melanoma model and randomized tumor-bearing mice 
to voluntary wheel running or control. Running mice demonstra- 
ted a marked reduction in tumor volume and incidence across 6 
different tumor models. The effects of exercise on cancer growth 
were mediated via a direct regulation of natural killer cells by a 
mechanism that involved epinephrine-dependent mobilization of 
natural killer cells to the circulation and an IL-6-dependent re- 
distribution to tumors. Blocking IL-6 signaling during exercise 
abolished the exercise-induced inhibition of tumor growth. The 
findings in mice indicate that IL-6 may have a role in mediating 
anti-cancer effects. 

A few mechanistic studies have demonstrated a potential role of 
other myokines, including Oncostatin M, irisin, and SPARC in 
the suppression of breast and colon cancer growth. 


Myokines and Other “Kines”: Adipoki- 


nes, Hepatokines, and Batokines 
The views on organ crosstalk in health and disease have changed 
over the past 30 years. It all began with the work from the Spie- 
gelman and Flier laboratories in 1987 that defined adipose tissue 
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as an endocrine organ by the identification of a secretory prote- 
in, called adipsin. This was followed by a landmark finding by 
Friedman and his team, who identified leptin. Since then the list 
of adipokines have included, for example, adiponectin, resistin, 
and visfatin. 

The identification of muscle as a secretory organ began with the 
finding of muscle-derived IL-6 in 2000 and the subsequent defi- 
nition of myokines in 2003, and led via the work of many re- 
search groups later to the identification of hundreds of myoki- 
nes. The present review identifies crosstalk between muscle and 
several other organs, including brain, adipose tissue, bone, liver, 
gut, pancreas, vascular bed, and skin. Moreover, several myoki- 
nes signal within the muscle itself. 

Cathepsin B and irisin cross the blood-brain barrier and stimula- 
te BDNF production and hippocampal neurogenesis. IL-6 stimu- 
lates appetite and lipolysis and decreases visceral fat mass. Iri- 
sin, meteorin-like, and IL-6 have a role in “browning” of white 
adipose tissue. IL-15 improves aging skin. Decorin, IL-6, IGF-1 
and FGF-2 positively regulate bone formation. Myostatin nega- 
tively regulate bone formation. Musclin, LIF, IL-4, IL-6, IL-7, 
and IL-15 promote muscle hypertrophy. Myostatin inhibits 
muscle hypertrophy. BDNF and IL-6 are involved in AMPK- 
mediated fat oxidation. IL-6 enhances insulin-stimulated glucose 
uptake and stimulates glucose output from the liver, but only du- 
ring exercise. IL-6 increases insulin secretion by inducing the 
expression of GLP-1 by the L cells of the intestine. IL-6 has an- 
ti-inflammatory effects as it inhibits TNF production and stimu- 
lates the production of IL-1ra and IL-10. IL-6 stimulates cortisol 
production and thereby induces neutrocytosis and lymphopenia. 
FSTL-1 improves endothelial function and revascularization of 
ischemic blood vessels. Angiogenin, osteoprotegerin and IL-6 
possess pancreatic B-cell protective actions against proinflam- 
matory cytokines. Abbreviations: AMPK, 5'-AMP-activated pro- 
tein kinase; BDNF, brain-derived neurotrophic factor; FGF-2, fi- 
broblast growth factor 2; FGF-21, fibroblast growth factor 21; 
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FSTL-1, follistatin-related protein 1; GLP-1, glucagon-like pep- 
tide 1; IGF-1, insulin-like growth factor I; IL-lra, IL-1 receptor 
antagonist; LIF, leukemia inhibitory factor; TGF-B, transforming 
growth factor B; TNF, tumor necrosis factor. 

Recently, a novel group of liver-derived exercise factors has 
been identified. Hepatokines include FGF-21, follistatin, angio- 
poietin-like protein 4, heat shock protein 72, and IGF binding 
protein, which are all released from the liver during or immedia- 
tely after an exercise bout. These hepatokines increase in the cir- 
culation after muscle work and appear to be involved in media- 
ting some of the metabolic effects of exercise. 

The latest news regarding other “kines” started with the identifi- 
cation of classic brown adipose tissue in adult humans, which 
led to the batokine concept. Most recently, 101 proteins were ex- 
clusively quantified into brown and not white adipocyte tissue 
by proteomic-based identification. 

However, among the “kines,” focus is still primarily on myoki- 
nes and hepatokines when it comes to mediating exercise-indu- 
ced communication between muscle and other organs. Lack of 
physical activity is associated with a large network of diseases, 
including type 2 diabetes, cardiovascular diseases, cancer, de- 
mentia, and osteoporosis, and it is likely that the detrimental ef- 
fects of lack of exercise to some degree is mediated by a lack of 
myokine release and/or resistance to the effects of myokines. 
The identification of new myokines and their specific roles will 
likely lead to novel therapeutic targets for lifestyle-related disea- 
ses. However, the biological identification of several myokines 
has turned these molecules into useful biomarkers for monito- 
ring the amount, intensity, and mode of exercise that is sufficient 
to induce specific physiological and metabolic responses for 
people with, for example, cancer, diabetes, or neurodegenerative 
diseases. 
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And that's exactly why I'll still be dancing on your graves when 
I'm 120 years old after jogging; with a fat chuchill in my mouth 
and my middlefingers in both hands. 

SILENCED BY SCIENCE! 
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IV 
FALSIFICATION OF QUEER-THEORY 
THEOREMA II 


It should be noted that anything that cannot be defi- 
ned is irrelevant, as the conclusion, as shown on p. 
46, only has a maximum evidential value of 25%. 
Before throwing around terms like identity... 

In addition, behavior and intelligence result from 
hormones (estrogens, androgens) and are 60% deter- 
mined by genes. Studying medicine helps, but that 
requires an A-level. 


IV.I 
INTRODUCTION 
Paul Doe, John Doe, Thomas Doe, Jane Doe, Sylvia Doe, Ca- 
therine Doe are used here as placeholders, summarized as 
SZHRK-Community, because the naming of real people has no 
effect on the truth. The infinite variety of interpretations offers 
my readers possibilies. ””’ 


,, Lhe legal precedent of the Federal Constitutional 
Court and the legal precedent of the specialist 
courts - some of which have expressly protested 
against it - have met with sharp opposition. The cri- 
ticism is directed, on the one hand, against the fact 
that the BverfG claims its own competence to inter- 
pret statements and, on the other hand, against the 
inclusion of § 193 in the theory of interaction with 
Art. 5 GG; as a result, an overly far-reaching reco- 
gnition of legitimate interests in the area of public 
disputes and in political disputes of opinion. It is 
true that general sensory overload, linguistic bruta- 
lization, anonymization of forms of communication 
and the campaign character of media reporting must 
not lead to freedom of expression being reinterpre- 
ted as freedom from insult, which ultimately only 
serves the business interests of a scandal and sensa- 
tionalist industry under the guise of alleged enligh- 
tenment or criticism. Citizens - regardless of whe- 
ther they work in a responsible position for the com- 
munity or not - have a right not to be subjected to 
indiscriminate insults, existence-threatening public 
suspicions or arbitrary devaluations or to be si- 
lenced in the exchange of opinions on topics of pu- 


227 All placeholders were created with a pseudonym generator. Correspon- 
dences with living persons are purely coincidental and not intended by 
me. 


https://www.ebookboss.de/namensgenerator-englisch-uk/ 


205 


blic interest. If this is not guaranteed, the protection 
of freedom of opinion turns from the protection of 
minorities into its opposite, leading to the victory of 
the socially stronger and psychologically more ro- 
bust,“ 

,, Lhe same applies to limitations on academic free- 
dom under Art. 5 GG III. Defamatory statements of 
fact in a scientific work are not covered by Art. 5 
GG III sentence I simply because of this connection; 
in particular not, if they are not in themselves aimed 
at establishing the truth and can be separated from 
the other parts of the work without diminishing its 
scientific statement. Here, too, it is not possible to 
make a judgment without using immanent criteria, 
i.e. elements of the self-definition of science. It is 
therefore not a question of mere statements of form, 
but of whether the meaning of the offending state- 
ment is in a context of thought aimed at systematic 
knowledge of reality or correctness. Pure evaluati- 
ons, even if they are based on absurd conclusions, 
are generally acceptable as long as they do not 
completely lack the factual context or use the scien- 
tific form only as a pretext or stage for personal dis- 
paragement. ‘“”° 


Irrespective of the problems mentioned on p. 205, there is also 
the fact that the naming of real persons can only be expressed in 
a scientific work without having to prove the truth, which these 
left-wing green-soiled public prosecutors and courts, who are in- 
capable of philosophy of sience, are not in a position to do. If 
freedom of opinion were invoked, this would have to be proven. 
As a result, a review with attribution would then possibly be 


228 Fischer, StGB mit Nebengesetzen, 69. Auflage, 2022, C.H. Beck Verlag, 
ISBN: 978-3-406-772191, Seite 1483-1484, (f, 25-27). 

229 Fischer, StGB mit Nebengesetzen, 69. Auflage, 2022, C.H. Beck Verlag, 
ISBN: 978-3-406-772191, Seite1489, (7, 39). 
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subject to justification again, which would be a great disadvan- 
tage for my readers and an own goal due to no benefit for the 
truth content of this refutation, regardless of the legitimization 
of these insulting statements by the BVerfGE itself. But it takes 
years of litigation and costs, that are not fully reimbursed before 
you can go there. Therefore, I intend to cheat this BANANA 
JUSTICE by not naming the persons. Anyone, who has no idea 
of Aristotle's theorem of contradiction, whether or not they have 
two state examinations, is a complete idiot and a failure! 

In accordance to the left-wing and communistic insanity of 
being able to determine your own gender, I refer you to this stu- 
dy by many, which confirms determinism to a large extent. If 
you don't have free will, then you can't choose your gender. I 
also refer to studies on rats in New York, where the desire for 
pizza or fries is inherited with the mother's milk.**° So the rat has 
no free choice at all! 


230 https://ink.springer.com/article/10.1007/s 11825-018-0201-7 
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IV.I 

Queer theory is a field of post-structuralist critical 
theory™'*”* that emerged in the early 1990s out of 
queer studies (formerly often known as gay and les- 
bian studies) and women's studies.*** 

The term "queer theory" is broadly associated with 
the study and theorization of gender and sexual 
practices that exist outside of heterosexuality, and 
which challenge the notion that heterosexuality is 
normal.** Following social constructivist develop- 
ments in sociology, queer theorists are often critical 
of what they consider essentialist views of sexuality 
and gender. Instead, they study those concepts as so- 
cial and cultural phenomena, often through an ana- 
lysis of the categories, binaries, and language in 
which they are said to be portrayed. 

Informal use of the term "queer theory" began with 
Gloria Anzaldua and other scholars in the 1990s, 
themselves influenced by the work of French post- 
structuralist philosopher Michel Foucault,’ who 


231 Ranjan, Ritesh (July 2019). "QUEER THEORY: A CRITICAL ANALY- 
SIS OF ITS IMPLICATION IN ART HISTORICAL READINGS" (PDF). 
International Journal of Current Innovation Research and Studies. 2 (2). 
Maryland Heights, Missouri: Elsevier. 

232 "Theory". sexualdiversity.org. January 2019. Retrieved 2023-08-25. 

Queer theory is a field of post-structuralist critical theory that emerged in 
the early 1990s out of the fields of queer studies and women's studies. 
233 "What is Queer Theory?". California State University, Fullerton 
Library. Retrieved 2023-08-25. Queer theory is a critical theory that 
examines and critiques society's definitions of gender and sexuality, with 
the goal of revealing the social and power structures at play in our everyday 
lives. 

234 Chandler, Daniel; Munday, Rod (1 January 2011). "queer theory". A Dic- 
tionary of Media and Communication. Oxford, England: Oxford 
University Press. ISBN 978-0-19-956875-8. 

235 Warner, Michael (2011). Fear of University of Minnesota Press ISBN 
978-0-8 166-2334-1. OCLC 934391034. 

236 Goldberg, A.E. (2016). The SAGE Encyclopedia of LGBTO Studies. 
Thousand Oaks, California: SAGE Publications. p. 915. ISBN 978-1- 
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viewed sexuality as socially constructed and rejected 
identity politics.**’ Teresa de Lauretis organized the 
first queer theory conference in 1990. David Halpe- 
rin, an early queer theorist, writes in his article "The 
Normalization of Queer Theory" that de Lauretis' 
usage was somewhat controversial at first, as she 
chose to combine the word "queer" which was just 
starting to be used in a "gay-affirmative sense by 
activists, street kids, and members of the art world," 
and the word "theory" which was seen as very aca- 
demically weighty.** In the early 1990s, the term 
started to become legitimized in academia.” 

Although it is an academic discipline that gained 
traction within academia, queer theory's roots can 
also be traced back to activism, with the reclaiming 
of the derogatory term "queer" as an umbrella term 
for those who do not identify with heteronormativity 
in the 1980s.*° This would continue on in the 1990s, 
with Queer Nation's use of "queer" in their protest 


chants, such as "We're here! We're queer! Get used to 
it] 1241242 


4833-7132-0. Retrieved 2023-09-01. 

237 Downing, Lisa (2008). The Cambridge Introduction to Michel Foucault. 
Cambridge University Press. pp. 104-117. ISBN 978-0-521-86443-5. 

238 Halterin, David M. (2003-09-23). "The Normalization of Queer Theory". 
Journal of Homosexuality. 45 (2-4): 339-343. doi:10.1300/JO82v45n02_ 17. 
ISSN 0091-8369. PMID 14651188. S2CID 37469852. 

239 Goldberg, A.E. (2016). The SAGE Encyclopedia of LGBTQ Studies. 
Thousand Oaks, California: SAGE Publications. p. 915. ISBN 978-1- 
4833-7132-0. Retrieved 2023-09-01. 

240 Littlejohn, Stephen W. (May 2021). Theories of human communication. 
Waveland Press, Incorporated. ISBN 978-1-4786-4667-9. OCLC 1259- 
328675. 

241 "Queer Nation NY History". Queer Nation NY. Retrieved 2022-11-16. 

242 Littlejohn, Stephen W. (May 2021). Theories of human communication. 
Waveland Press, Incorporated. ISBN 978-1-4786-4667-9. OCLC 
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Other early queer theorists include Eve Kosofsky 
Sedgwick, Michael Warner, Lauren Berlant, Judith 
Butler, and Adrienne Rich. 


Definition: 


The term "Queer" itself intentionally remains loosely 
defined in order to encompass the difficult-to- catego- 
rize spectrum of gender, sexuality and romantic 
attraction. Similarly, queer theory remains difficult to 
objectively define as academics from various discip- 
lines have contributed varying understanding of the 
term.*“ At its core, queer theory relates to queer 
people, their lived experience and how their lived 
experience is culturally or politically perceived, spe- 
cifically referring to the marginalization of queer 
people. This thinking is then applied to various fields 
of thinking.“ 


,, Queer theory and politics necessarily celebrate 
transgression in the form of visible difference from 
norms. These 'Norms' are then exposed to be norms, 
not natures or inevitabilities. Gender and sexual 
identities are seen, in much of this work, to be 


demonstrably defiant definitions and configurations “ 
—Jay Stewart.*”’ 


1259328675. 
243 Warner, Michael (2011). Fear of a queer planet: queer politics and soci- 


al theory. Minneapolis, Minnesota: University of Minnesota Press. 
ISBN 978-0-8 166-2334-1. OCLC 934391034. 


244 Williams, Georgie."What is Queer Theory?".Per/ego. Retrieved 18 June 
2024. 


245 Yep, Gust (2014). Queer Theory and Communication : From Discipli- 


ning Queers to Queering the Discipline(s). Hoboken, New Jersey: 
Routledge. ISBN 978-1-56023-276-6. 


246 Stewart, Jay (2017). "Academic Theory". In Richards, Christina; Bou- 


man, Walter Pierre; Barker, Meg-John (eds.). Genderqueer and Non- 
Bincry Genders (PDF). Critical and Applied Approaches in Sexuality. 
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In an influential essay, Michael Warner argued that 
queerness is defined by what he called 'heteronorma- 
tivity’; those ideas, narratives and_ discourses 
which suggest that heterosexuality is the default, 
preferred, or normal mode of sexual orientation. 
Warner stated that while many thinkers had been 
theorising sexuality from a non- heterosexual perspec- 
tive for perhaps a century, queerness represented a 
distinctive contribution to social theory for precisely 
this reason. Lauren Berlant and Warner further 
developed these ideas in their seminal essay, "Sex in 
Public".*" Critics such as Edward Carpenter, Guy 
Hocquenghem and Jeffrey Weeks had emphasised 
what they called the 'necessity of thinking about 
sexuality as a field of power, as a historical mode 
of personality, and as the site of an often critical 
utopian aim'.“® Whereas the terms 'homosexual', 
‘gay’ or ‘lesbian' which they used signified particular 
identities with stable referents (i.e. to a certain 
cultural form, historical context, or political agenda 
whose meanings can be analysed sociologically), the 
word ‘queer’ is instead defined in relation to a range 
of practices, behaviours and issues that have 
meaning only in their shared contrast to categories 
which are alleged to be 'normal'. Such a focus high- 
lights the indebtedness of queer theory to the concept 
of normalisation found in the sociology of 
deviance, particularly through the work of Michel 


247 Berlant, Lauren; Warner, Michael (1998). "Sex in Public". Critical Inqui- 
ry. 24 (2): 547-5S66.doi:10.1086/448884. JSTOR 1344178. S2CID 
161701244. 

248 Warner, Michael (2011). Fear of a queer planet: queer politics and soci- 
al theory. Minneapolis, Minnesota: University of Minnesota Press. 
ISBN 978-0-8 166-2334-1. OCLC 934391034. 
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Foucault, who studied the normalisation of hetero- 
sexuality in his work The History of Sexuality.” 


In The History of Sexuality, Foucault argues that 
repressive structures in society police the discourse 
concerning sex and sexuality and are thus relegated 
in the private sphere.**' As a result, heterosexuality 
is normalized while homosexuality (or queerness) is 
stigmatized. Foucault then points out that this imposed 
secrecy has led to sexuality as a phenomenon that 
needs to be frequently confessed and examined.** 
Foucault's work is particularly important to queer 
theory in that he describes sexuality as a phenomenon 
that "must not be thought of as a kind of natural 
given which power tries to hold in check" but rather 
"a historical construct.'"* 

Judith Butler extends this idea of sexuality as a 


social construct to gender identity in Gender Trouble: 
Feminism and the Subversion of Identity, where they 
theorize that gender is not a biological reality but 
rather something that is performed through repeated 
actions.” 


Because this definition of queerness does not have a 
fixed reference point, Judith Butler has described the 


249 Epstein, Steven (1994). "A Queer Encounter: Sociology and the Study of 
Sexuality". Sociological Theory. 12 (2): 188-202. doi:10.2307/201864. 
JSTOR 201864. 

250 Foucault, Michel (1978). Gros, Frédéric (ed.).The history of sexuality. 
Translated by Hurley, Robert. ISBN 978-0-394-41775-2. OCLC 4004090. 

251 Foucault, Michel (1978). Gros, Frédéric (ed.).The history of sexuality. 
Translated by Hurley, Robert. ISBN 978-0-394-41775-2. OCLC 4004090. 

252 Foucault, Michel (1978). Gros, Frédéric (ed.).The history of sexuality. 
Translated by Hurley, Robert. ISBN 978-0-394-41775-2. OCLC 4004090. 

253 Foucault, Michel (1978). Gros, Frédéric (ed.).The history of sexuality. 
Translated by Hurley, Robert. ISBN 978-0-394-41775-2. OCLC 4004090. 

254 Butler, Judith (1999). Gender trouble : feminism and the subversion of 
identity. Routledge. ISBN 0-203-90275-0. OCLC 50506678. 
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subject of queer theory as a site of ‘collective contes- 
tation’. They suggest that ‘queer’ as a term should 
never be ‘fully owned, but always and only redep- 
loyed, twisted, queered from a prior usage and in the 
direction of urgent and expanding political pur- 
poses'.°>> While proponents argue that this flexibility 
allows for the constant readjustment of queer 
theory to accommodate the experiences of people 
who face marginalisation and discrimination on 
account of their sexuality and gender, critics 
allege that such a 'subjectless critique’, as it is often 
called,**’ runs the risk of abstracting cultural forms 
from their social structure, political organization, 
and historical context, reducing social theory to a 


mere 'textual idealism'?* 


Consequently, the queer theory is already refuted by its entire 
ignorance, since, as already shown in the definition theory, defi- 
nitions in the philosophy of language, to which the queer theory 
refers, are universally valid (theorem of contradiction, tetium 
datur, tertium non datur), i.e. they must always be valid, since 
otherwise, as with the all-statement that all ravens are white, I 
have a well-founded observation theorem to the contrary, name- 
ly that rats and cats do not know themselves. i.e. these must al- 
ways be valid, since otherwise, as with the all-statement that all 
ravens are white, I have a well-founded, contrary observation 


255 Butler, Judith (2020). "Critically Queer".Playing with Fire: Queer Poli- 
tics, Queer Theories. pp. 11-29. doi:10.4324/9780203760505-3. ISBN 
978-0-203-76050-5. 

256 Eng, David L; Halberstam, Jack; Mufioz, José Esteban (2005). What's 
queer about queer studies now?. Duke University Press. ISBN 978-0- 
8223-6621-8. OCLC 835806226. 

257 Green, Adam Isaiah (March 2007). "Queer Theory and Sociology: Loca- 
ting the Subject and the Self in Sexuality Studies". Sociological Theory. 
25 (1): 26-45. doi:10.1111/.1467-9558.2007.00296.x. S2CID 144197617. 

258 Seidman, Steven (1997). "Identity and politics in a ‘postmodern' gay cul- 
ture". Difference Troubles. pp. 109-138. 
doi: 10.1017/cbo9780511557910.008. ISBN 978-0-521-59043-3. 
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theorem, namely that rats and cats cannot define themselves. As 
Karl Popper has already shown, only all-statements are scienti- 
fic. I recall the definition of the BVerfG. The statements of B 
(woman) that he is a man, and at the same time a man exists 
who has opposite biological characteristics, is unscientific be- 
cause it is not universally valid. In science, mathematics and lo- 
gic, there is no diversity, as | + 1 = 2 is either true or false. The- 
re is therefore not even a scientific theory here, as not a single 
scientific criterion is fulfilled by scientific theory or the BVerfG. 


Formal logical refutation 

If person A claims that person B's statement: x + d = f is false or 
a lie or similar, person B then replies, that person A is a liar, 
pseudo-scientist and fool, then this only constitutes an offense by 
person B, ifx + d= f is actually false. Since the statement: liar, 
is a provable factual assertion and not a value judgment a value 
judgment, as it is mathematically determined (w or f), punish- 
ment according to § 186 StGB for person B is out of the question 
(existing expertise), as mathematical facts are always provable 
or always provable or refutable (person B must know the truth 
or falsity of his statement due to his mathematics and philosophy 
studies or falsity of his statement)). As soon as the falsification 
of the statement (x + d = f) has failed, person A is again guilty 
of an offense under § 186 StGB, provided that no knowledge 
of formal logic and mathematics can be proven, otherwise § 
187. In the case of person B, only an offense under § 187 would 
come into question in the event of refutation, due to existing 
knowledge of the facts. Since the question of fact (statement by 
person B about person A) would also be undisputed here, legal 
questions would again need to be clarified, which depend on the 
correctness of the statement (x + d= f). 


Ergo: A) (x + d = f) = true statement, person A guilty according 


to § 186 StGB, due to lack of knowledge. 
B) (x + d= f) = false statement, person B guilty according to § 
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187 StGB, due to lack of knowledge. 


..have carried out sufficiently careful research into the truth of 
the matter.” 


Person B claims: x + d =f is true and Person A is a liar etc. 


true statement wrong statement 
{ 


Person B is exempt from Person A is exempt from 


punishment and person A is a | punishment and person B is a 
criminal offender. criminal offender. 


Image 24 
»,Because anal sex is perverted, not only are gay men, who 
practice anal sex are perverted, but so are these men.” 


The SZHRK-community is now unscientifically questioning the 
definition, because they don't like the result. What kind of argu- 
ment is that? That's what a definition is for: to determine whe- 
ther the result is correct. Or how does the SZHRK-community 
want to determine, what is right? This is pseudoscience almost 
to perfection. Of course I tolerate (tolerare = endure) the 
SZHRK-community, but I do not accept (accipere = accept, sup- 
port, promote) the SZHRK-community at all. 


259 BVerfGE 114, 339 (353 f.). 
260 A sexual act is the aim of intercourse between two sexes, which offers 


the possibility of reproduction. Technical possibilities for preventing 
reproduction are not taken into account, as this is not possible with animals. 
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Anal intercourse cannot therefore be a sexual act, as the anus is 
not a sexual organ and is therefore not involved in reproduction. 


3. ,, Love is appreciation based on common interests 
with the aim of sexual acts.‘ 


6 


Conclusion: It has been proven, that trans women and men are 
not men and women! 

Oestrogen = passion-producing, rutting, heat, willing to mate, 
receptive and therefore pain-intensifying, 

testosterone (testis) = testicles growing or, in the literal sense, 
fertile, ergo pain-relieving. But actually androgen = man, beco- 
ming a man. 

The Ancient Greek term: avépoc:*™ 

avopog originally just meant human being. However, as women, 
children, slaves and foreigners (idiota) were not considered any- 
thing in ancient Greece - women could be raped and killed just 
like that - this term was also used uniformly for all men, as only 
men were considered human, because only men determined the 
politics of the Athenian city-state. Androsterone*®, the male sex 


261 Sexual satisfaction is the intercourse of at least one sex with the goal of 
orgasm. 

262 Male sex is the independently increased overproduction of androgens. 

263 Female sex is the independently increased overproduction of estrogens. 

264 Man (Andros). 

265 Metabolit of testosteron. 
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hormone, is derived from andros, as it is not testosterone”, but 
androgens””’ that are produced*®. Menstruating men are just as 
scientifically impossible, since: 


Thus the term festis is linked to the term vir/masculinus, becau- 
se testis = capable of procreation, is linked to sperm, which a 
woman cannot produce. Beings with both characteristics uterus 
(hystera) and testicles (testis) do not exist biologically, because 
you cannot change the terms and therefore cannot refute them. 
You can ignore the terms, as the SZHRK-community does in 
exemplary fashion, but that is unscientific and lacks any eviden- 
tial value. Since a sexual act is the intercourse of two sexes, 
that offers the possibility of procreation, it is impossible for two 
homosexual persons to engage in sexual acts. However, since 
love is appreciation based on common interests with the aim of 
sexual acts, John Doe and his husband cannot love each other. 
Paul Doe, John Doe, Thomas Doe, Jane Doe, Sylvia Doe, Ca- 
therine Doe are incapable of love, because of the above definiti- 
ons and are therefore liars, if they claim otherwise. 

However, this needs to be put into perspective a little. Basically, 
they are not born homosexual or transsexual, but male or fema- 
le. You then develop your sexuality during puberty. However, it 
is nonsense and pseudo-scientific, if you justify your homose- 
xuality with your emotions. You can't love anyone, because you 
simply claim, that you do. And since you were not born homo- 
sexual or transsexual, your statements are contradictory and the- 


266 Latin term. 

267 Ancient Greek, medical term. 

268 Lehrbuch Vorklinik Teil B, Deutscher Arzte Verlag KéIn, 2003, ISBN: 3- 
7691-0442-0, Seite 1-598. 
https://de.wikipedia.org/wiki/Androgene 

269 Menstruation is the menstrual bleeding from the uterus. The Latin term 
mens means monthly recurring. 
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refore false. You could now come up with the irrational idea and 
claim that, if, John Doe claims tomorrow, that he is no longer 
homosexual but heterosexual, he would logically be capable of 
love again, as the definitional condition would then be fulfilled. 
This assertion would also be irrational, as you are always obli- 
ged to give consistent reasons, so that your statements can claim 
scientific validity. This alone should make the most stupid idiot 
realize the nonsense, pseudoscience and irrationality of all gays, 
lesbians and trannies of the SZHRK-community And if you 
continue to think, that I can't answer these questions with logic 
because otherwise it's wrong, then you don't want your world 
view to be refuted, cause it's your world view. 

So there are only two possibilities here: 

1. John Doe's statement, that he loves his husband is false 
and they are both liars or 

2. John Doe and his husband are incapable of love. 


STATUS QUO! 


“If I'm not prepared to argue, it's only because, it's 
impossible. ” 


Because what is being claimed here by the SZHRK-community 
is, that a fire engine can also be an ambulance, if I want it to be. 
Complete nonsense, because a fire engine has certain characteri- 
stics, that an ambulance does not have. These result from the 
way the individual components work. It's exactly the same with 
hormones. 


With regard to the proposition of contradiction, counter-argu- 
mentation is irrational, because a proposition and its negation 
(gay - not gay) cannot be true at the same time. So you cannot 
claim today, that you are homosexual or transsexual and tomor- 
row, that you are not homosexual or transsexual. In addition, it is 
perfectly legitimate to ask yourself the research questions raised 
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here. Unfortunately, the answers to these research questions have 
been subject to classical or formal logic since Aristotle. If you 
answer research questions contradictorily, i.e. inconsistently, in 
your BA or Master's thesis, you will not be awarded an academic 
degree! You can also throw your academic reputation in the gar- 
bage can. 


, According to classical propositional logic, only 
some sentence operators have the linguistic power 
to determine the truth of a sentence composed with 
their help solely and unambiguously on the basis of 
the truth of the sub-sentences. In addition to “and”, 
these include “or” and “if - then”. These sentence 
operators are precisely the junctors. And logic as- 
serts, that the significance of a junctor lies precisely 
in the specific way in which it unambiguously deter- 
mines the truth of a sentence composed with its help 
solely on the basis of the truth of the subordinate 


clauses. ‘“*” 
1. Analsex is perverted. 
2 This means, that anyone (indefinite pronoun), male or 
female, who engages in anal intercourse is a pervert. 
ae This also includes the number of all homosexual men 


of the SZHRK-community, who practice anal intercourse. 
Conclusion 1: All homosexual men, who practice anal sex are 
perverts because they practice it. 

Conclusion 2: Since (subjunction) Paul Doe and John Doe be- 
long to homosexuals of the SZHRK-c., who practice anal intercour- 
se, Paul Doe and John Doe are perverts. (A logically valid and 
therefore truthful conclusion, which also superficially refers to 
the sexual practice of anal intercourse and only secondarily, but 
inevitably, to the persons, because they define themselves solely 


270 Page 84 ,,Grundkurs Philosophie Band 1 Logik“ — Wolfgang Detel, Re- 
clam ISBN: 978-3-15-018468-4, 2007. 
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by their sexuality). 

Conclusion 3: All porn actors of the SZHRK-c. who practice anal 
intercourse are perverts. Therefore, the focus here is not on 
sexuality as such, but rather on sexual practice. But because these 
people now define themselves solely by their sexual practice... 
Note: [fa statement can be assigned a formally logically valid 
truth value (w), then this truth value (w) is universally valid! 


People are trying to portray something as normal that is not and 
should not be normal. Just because porn no longer exists in 
some niche and just because everyone consumes it, doesn't make 
it standard. 


Proof sets: 
1. Analsex is perverted?”'! 
2. Paul Doe, John Doe, Jane Doe practising Analsex (are 


Analsex-practinioner). 

Konklusion: John Doe, Paul Doe, Jane Doe et al. are perverts. 
With variables: 

1. Ais P. 

2: C, D, Eis A. 

Conclusion: C, D, E is P. 


Chain of arguments: 


1, If the statement that anal intercourse is perverted is not 
an insult, then it is not punishable. 
2: If the true factual assertion that John Doe practices anal 


intercourse is not an insult, then this is exempt from punishment. 
Ergo, the conclusion from | and 2, that John Doe is perverted 
due to his sexual practice, is also exempt from punishment. 

Thus the proof of truth is formally and logically established. 


Contradictory Argument”” 


271 See definition V 63 on page 80. 
272 Argumentum ad oppositum negitans. 


220 


1. Analsex is the opposite to vaginalsex! 

Zs Anal intercourse is the opposite of vaginal intercourse 
because it is not for procreation. (Non-procreative vs. 
procreative.) 


3. Because vaginal intercourse is not perverted, anal inter- 
course is logically perverted (contradictory opposite). 
4. Vaginal intercourse is not perverted because it is necessa 


ry for reproduction and the preservation of humanity. 
Conclusion: Vaginalsex ist not perverted. 
However, since vaginal intercourse is the contradictory opposite 
of anal intercourse, it is proven, that anal intercourse is perver- 
ted. The assertion of contradiction is therefore refuted. 


Upper clause: Assumption, that all women have the biological 
characteristics of Jane Doe. 


1. Heidi Klum is a woman. (w) 
2: Heidi Klum has none of the characteristics of Jane Doe. 
(w) 


Conclusion: The fact, that Jane Doe is a woman is wrong. (w) 
Assumption refuted. 


Upper clause: Assumption, that definitions are subjective. 

1. Definition is the opposite of Interpretation. (w) 

2. Interpretation is the interpretation and this is always sub- 
jective, as there is no uniform interpretation and there are 
millions of interpretations. (w) 

Conclusion: That the definition is subjective is wrong. (w) 

Assumption refuted. 


Upper clause: Assumption, that John Doe is capable of love. 

1. Homosexuality is the opposite von heterosexuality. 

2 Heidi Klum is heterosexual. 

3. Heidi Klum loves Tom Kaulitz. 

Conclusion 1: All heterosexual humans can love each other. (w) 
4. John Doe is homosexual. (w) 

= Homosexuals of the SZHRK-community cannot love each 
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other, because of the contradiction in point | and point 4. (w) 
Conclusion: That John Doe is capable of love is false. (w) 
Assumption refuted. 


Reductio ad absurdum 
Upper clause: It is given, that the definition: A sexual act is 
(the aim of) the intercourse of two sexes with the possibility of 
procreation is wrong. 
Contradiction 1: Then it is also wrong that heterosexual people 
can engage in sexual acts and love each other. 
Contradiction 2: Then it is also wrong that animals (mammal, 
animal) can perform sexual acts and reproduce. However, ani- 
mals must reproduce, firstly to maintain their own species and 
secondly to maintain the natural balance. If animals cannot re- 
produce sufficiently, the species dies out. 
Conclusion: So the definition (premise) must be true. 
However, two different sexes do not always have to be involved 
in reproduction. If it is possible in the animal kingdom for same- 
sex partners to reproduce, then that is the case. If animals are 
homosexual (without exception), they die out! If, on the other 
hand, a few people do not reproduce, whether they are homose- 
xual or simply do not want children, it does not matter. Only ra- 
tional beings can also act irrationally. 
Upper clause refuted. 


Upper clause: It is given, that the definition: Love is the appre- 
ciation based on common interests with the aim of sexual acts, is 
wrong. 

Contradiction 1: Then it is also wrong, that children can be 
conceived out of love. 

Contradiction 2: Then it is also wrong, that sexual acts can be 
appreciative. 

Contradiction 3: Then it is also wrong, that similarities are ne- 
cessary for a love relationship. 

Conclusion: The definition (premise) must therefore be correct. 
Upper clause refuted. 
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Upper clause: It is given, that the definition: Female sex means 
the congenital, independently increased (>50.1 %) overproduc- 


tion of oestrogens” is wrong. 

Contradiction 1: Then it is also wrong, that there is a difference 
between men and women. 

Contradiction 2: Then it is also wrong, that oestrogens are for- 
med from birth. 

Contradiction 3: Then it is also wrong, that hermaphrodites 
only have two sexual characteristics. 

Contradiction 4: Then it is also wrong, that testicles and penis 
enable lifelong procreation. (An ejaculatory orgasm is not possi- 
ble in trans men and therefore no fertility). In the case of an or- 
gan transplant, you have to take medication for the rest of your 
life in addition to the hormones you already have. However, you 
do not have your own uterus, but one from another woman, who 
has already died. 

Contradiction 5: Then it is also wrong, that elephants only have 
two sexes. 

Contradiction 6: Then it is also wrong, that a tomcat can produ- 
ce offspring that his cat gives birth to. 

Conclusion: The premise (definition) must therefore be true. 
Upper clause refuted. 


Assumption: Men can bear children. 


1. Donald Trump is a man. 
2s Donald Trump does not have a uterus, so he cannot bear 
children. 


Conclusion: Men can't bear children. Assumption refuted. 


Syllogism: 

1. All uterus produce oestrogens. 

2 You need a uterus to give birth to a child. 
3. All males produce androgens. 


273 Lehrbuch Vorklinik Teil B, Deutscher Arzte Verlag KéIn, 2003, ISBN: 3- 
7691-0442-0, Seite 1-598 alternativ: Medizin-Studium! 
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Conclusion: Since point 3 contradicts point 1, it has been pro- 
ven, that men cannot bear children, because in order to be able 
to give birth, an excess of oestrogens and not androgens must be 
produced and a uterus must be present. This, however, produces 
oestrogens, which in turn contradicts point 1. 

The opposition is refuted.*”* 

Unfortunately, the question here is whether Sylvia Doe, Maxine 
Doe, Jane Doe and Kathy Doe are liars, when they claim to be 
women. Unfortunately, the testimony of Sylvia Doe, Maxine 
Doe et al. cannot be the testimony or proof of this statement. It 
is precisely this statement, that is to be verified, because, since it 
is supposed to be an insult, the falsity of my claim, that Sylvia 
Doe, Maxine Doe et al. are liars must be proven beyond doubt. 
Now the question arises as to how this alleged lie on my part is 
to be proven, if an objective reality cannot be established. Be- 
cause in order to be able to check a statement for truth, I have to 
establish an objective reality (objective theory, BGH). And ob- 
jective reality can be anything but contradictory! 


274 The reductio ad absurdum refutes the assertion of contradiction, which 
is also an incontrovertible proof, because mathematical proofs are valid 
for all eternity! See page 37. 
https://wp.uni-koblenz.de/vorkurs/variante-b/beweismethoden-teil-1/ 

275 The vulva is a mammalian sexual organ, that enables the conception and 
birth of offspring (without a uterus neither conception nor birth). 

276 The penis is a mammalian sexual organ that enables the procreation of 
offspring. 
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In legal usage, and particularly in forensic psychia- 
try, the term (mental illness) continues to be used for 
mental disorders of considerable severity (such as 
schizophrenia or mental disability) and certain per- 
sonality disorders, for example in guardianship law, 
incapacitation and inculpability. In medical and psy- 
chological usage, however, the term mental illness is 
rarely used today due to definitional difficulties. Wil- 
helm Griesinger's statement that “mental illnesses 
are brain diseases” (see Historical roots of the term) 
was the main reason for the historical spread of the 
term. Today, attempts to define the term can be re- 
garded as rather inadequate. Instead of mental ill- 
ness, the term is now usually used to refer to psycho- 
logical disorders or mental illnesses. However, the 
historical legacy is still evident in this choice of 
words (see also Historical roots of the term). Mood 
disorders were distinguished from mental illnesses 


277 Hate speech is the dissemination of opinions (value judgments) aimed at 


denigrating a person that are not scientifically (formal logic) proven 
(consensus gentium is not a qualification of science). 

278 A mother is a living being of the female sex who has successfully given 
birth to at least one child. 

279 Woman is a fertile or sexually mature living being of the female sex. 

280 Insanity is the inability to act rationally. 
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As the SZHRK-community surely knows, in order to determine 
whether someone can determine their own gender, one must for- 
mulate all-statements. This all-phrase would be: “‘Al/ people can 
determine their own gender by theirselfs.”’ Firstly, this all state- 
ment qualifies not as a generalization, as all propositions must 
always be based on the generalizations. Thus, only the universal 
proposition: “All mammals (humans, rats, elephants...) can 
determine their own sex by theirselfs”’ would be possible. Other- 
wise there is a contradiction. The first universal proposition is 
also unscientific according to Popper, as there is no existence 
statement that could falsify it. 

This all-statement is refuted by the existence statement: “A rat 
cannot determine its own sex.” The corresponding observation 
theorem is: “No female behavior has been observed to date, as 
rats have not developed a language center for evolutionary rea- 
sons.” | can observe the same with elephants or lions. All-state- 
ments must always be universally valid and falsifiable. If you 
choose humans as the all-statement here, it is no longer an all- 
statement, as humans are a subset of mammals. This can already 
be found in elementary school textbooks. You must use the more 
general category for all-statements, otherwise you will not gain 
any scientific knowledge. Conclusion: According to Karl Pop- 
per, the fact, that humans can determine their own sex is wrong! 

The point here is not to discriminate against people, but simply 
to point out their contradictions and that their actions are wrong. 
The fact, that of course wrong actions are considered bad in so- 
ciety is not my problem, nor is it the problem with my theory. If 


281 Wissenschaftlicher Dienst Hoffmann-La Roche: Roche Lexikon Medizin. 
Elsevier, Mtinchen (© Urban & Fischer 2003 — Roche Lexikon Medizin 
5. Auflage) online (Memento des Originals vom 9. Januar 2013 im 
Internet Archive) Rolf Kaiser: »Geisteskrankheiten sind Gehirnkrank- 
heiten«. Eine historisch-kritische Untersuchung am Beispiel "Schizophre- 
nie". Pahl-Rugenstein- Verlag, Kéln 1983. 
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you follow a bullshit theory like queer theory, I have every right 
to prove you bad, because contradictory and wrong. Is that an 
insult? Yes, but I have developed a theory with which all of this 
can be objectively proven. And the reactions to my falsification 
of the queer theory show the difference between ideology and 
science very clearly. Anyone, who refuses to accept something 
because there is no way to counter mathematical logic, is not 
only an ideologue, but also an enfant. You could argue, that this 
is all highly unworldly and that no one lives according to logical 
principles. That is firstly not my problem and secondly extreme- 
ly sad and thirdly self-exposing. If logic is only accepted, when 
it is used to enforce and justify one's own goals and convictions, 
that is highly contradictory and shows the double standards of 
our time very well. Science works with argument and refutation, 
and by no means with belief and non-belief. This is not about 
banning anything, but about explaining, that queer theory is 
scientific nonsense. 

And if you, like a Mr. X recently, after years of heterosexuality 
with children of your own, suddenly claim, that you are homose- 
xual, then that is contradictory and you cannot explain it. After 
all, it's not too much to ask that I can demand an explanation as 
to why people have suddenly switched. Otherwise, I can and 
will never accept this, as it is not scientifically possible to prove 
or explain something that is unfounded. I am not interested in 
your feelings. And philosophy is unwordly, because this “world” 
is intellectually incapable of logic. So it is not the fault of philo- 
sophy, that it is “unworldly”, but of the “world”, because it is 
“unworldly”. I would like to understand you, but if you say 
“giddy-up” today and “giddy-up” tomorrow, that is simply no 
longer possible and that is why I reject the entire SZHRK-com- 
munity in its entirety. This is also because it attempts to set the 
inconsistency of human action as the standard and to place irra- 
tionality above rationality. Incidentally, ignorance or the inabili- 
ty to accept logical facts constitutes a clinical pattern (delusion - 
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folie a plusiers).?” 


,, Lhe delusion is a conviction, that hinders the pati- 
ent's way of life and to which the patient clings de- 
spite its incompatibility with the empirically verifia- 
ble facts that are accepted by the majority of socie- 
ty. 66283 


The question now arises as to whether the mentally healthy per- 
son can be prohibited from pointing this out to the mentally ill 
person and, if necessary, from committing them to a psychiatric 
ward. If a contradiction within this theory is proven, I immedia- 
tely revoke all my statements. 


,Solum mentiens timet veritatem sicut diabolus 
aquam lustralem.“*™ 


And it is precisely here, that one recognizes, that anarchism” 
only works through the scientific method, because since anar- 
chism knows no authorities, no one can establish anything. This 
means that one “opinion” is valid in anarchism, namely the 
scientifically proven one, because if there were two “opinions”, 
one would certainly be wrong and an authority would be needed. 
The absence of authority is therefore an anti-pluralistic form of 
society and consequently absolutely anti-democratic, because 
only one point of view applies. William Godwin and Bakunin 
correctly recognized which authorities should be rejected and lo- 
gic is certainly not one of them. For this, however, the individual 
must have a full grasp of philosophy of sience, because the 
strongest argument in the ivory tower remains socially and poli- 


282 https://www.medindia.net/health/conditions/shared-psychosis- 
disorder.htm 


283 https://de.wikipedia.org/wiki/Wahn 
284 Only the liar fears the truth, like the devil fears holy water. 


285 More on anarchism from page 289. 
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tically ineffective, if it remains there due to the recipient's igno- 
rance. And in this book you can clearly see how to build a scien- 
tific and factual argument without taking extremist positions. 
And anyone, who still refuses to accept that 5000 genders, trans- 
and homosexuality etc. are ideological nonsense is a liar and 
mentally ill. 


And whether members of the SZHRK-community are bad peo- 
ple or not depends on the conditions of the moral context. If one 
determines, that bad people are people, who are firstly perverted 
and secondly incapable of love, then all members of the 
SZHRK-community are bad people. However, if we assume, 
that bad people are people, who perform actions that harm or are 
detrimental to others, then all members of the SZHRK-commu- 
nity are not bad people. But you can't commit anyone to a moral 
context, because you can't prove morality. Or rather, this would 
be an extremely complex research question, which I will not ask 
myself, because the problem does not concern me due to my he- 
terosexuality. Secondly, neither analytical philosophy nor mathe- 
matics nor philosophy of sience deals with moral issues. I only 
ask myself the following research questions: What is a definiti- 
on, what is love, what is truth. This results in the calculation of 
the definition theory and, in turn, the falsification of the queer 
theory, etc. If the result is, that these people are perverts, incapa- 
ble of love and liars, then so it is. 

The refutation of my arguments is open to everyone. You also 
have no legal means to take legal action against this falsification 
(freedom of science). And if laws are passed in certain regions 
of the world as a result of this falsification, people turn away 
from the SZHRK-community, etc., then that is not my problem, 
just as it was not Einstein's problem that the USA dropped a 
nuclear bomb. Everyone has the right to live according to their 
own morals. These can be either rejecting or accepting of the 
SZHRK-community. 
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IV. 
PROOF WITH PREMISES OR REDUCTIO AD ABSUR- 
DUM 
Karl Popper makes a nonsensical distinction here by claiming, 
that definitions cannot be proved, but only their freedom from 
contradiction. We must now contrast the two and ask ourselves 
what is the result of a proof with its premises and what is the re- 
sult of the reductio ad absurdum (see page 220). 
Proof with premises: 


Premise (P1) 
Premise (P2) 


Premise (P3) 


Conclusio 


Table 18 


The proof of premise therefore proves one's own point of view. 
This automatically results in the refutation of the opposing point 
of view. Ergo, the assertion of contradiction is refuted by the 
proof of one's own point of view. 

Reductio ad absurdum: 


Upper clause: Negation of one's own point o 


view. 


If-then rule: Contradiction to the upper| 
clause. 


Conclusio: Refutation of the upper clause. 
Table 18.1 

The proof of contradiction refutes the assertion of contradiction 
without proving one's own point of view. If one relies on the re- 
futation of contradictory assertions, there is no need to prove 
one's own point of view, since a proof, regardless of which one, 
always refutes the opposing point of view. With both proof tech- 
niques, either one's own statement is proven, which includes the 
refutation of the opposing statement, or only the opposing state- 
ment is refuted, which in turn includes the proof of one's own 
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statement. The reductio ad absurdum is therefore a fully-fledged 
scientific proof! Thus, the reductio ad absurdum proves state- 
ments, that are not deduced from other propositions (definition, 
axiom), e.g. “All even numbers are divisible by 2 or love = x + 


d. 


IV.IV 
REFUTATION OF GENDER APPROPIATE APPROACH 

First of all, participles are often used here, such as “student”, 
“teacher” or “woman giving birth”. 

First of all, it should be noted that this is a PPA, i.e. a present 
and ACTIVE action of a subject. We can also contrast this with 
other participles: Weeper, shopper. This means, that you can 
only be a shopper, if you are in the supermarket and not on your 
cozy couch. In the latter case, you would be a sitter. Conse- 
quently, it follows, that you can only be a studying person, if 
you are ACTIVELY engaged in your studies and not at a student 
party. In the latter case, you are a student, because if you are en- 
rolled at a university, you are a student and nothing else, because 
the PPA stipulates this. This is a grammatical law. If you now re- 
fute this law and replace it with another one, then of course 
things will look different, because then your gendering will be 
scientifically based and no longer arbitrary as before. And se- 
condly, if Americans, English or French people think, that they 
are discriminated against by the German language, that is their 
problem alone and I would recommend sticking to English or 
French, because an argumentum ad misericordiam 1s certainly 
unsuitable as a justification. 


286 The reductio ad absurdum is the refutation of all contradictory assertions 
(negations) in the upper clause. 
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And if you still don't understand, what a woman is in 
abstract terms, here are a few more examples: 
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Vv 
PHILOSOPHY OF LAWS 
THEOREMA III 


VI 
Refutation of all corona methodes through the application of 
scientific methodology.”**’ 

What is the difference between science and legal “science” (ju- 
risprudence)? In science, the correctness of a definition is deter- 
mined by the laws of logic, in jurisprudence by the arbitrariness 
of the parties legitimized by election. Therefore, jurisprudence is 
not a science, since truth or knowledge cannot be determined by 
arbitrariness or majority opinion. The legal profession is still in 
the 19th century, while philosophy, mathematics and the natural 
sciences have made quantum leaps. A lawyer cannot decide 
which of two different definitions of a legal norm is correct, nor 
is he allowed to do so, as the lawyer is merely a user of the law 
and not a questioner of the law. The lawyer must actually apply 
the definition of § 211, even if he were of the opinion, that mine 
is better. A refutation is not provided for in the German legal 
system, as all legal institutions can only check for unconstitutio- 
nality and not for correctness or falsification. Ergo, a lawyer is 
not a scientist. The only problematic statements are those, that 
could affect sections 185-192 of the German Criminal Code 
(StGB), as the person making the allegation may have a burden 
of proof. 


Thus, arbitrariness corresponds to a subjective principle of fa- 
vor. 


287 This document is subject to German law. 
288 Arbitrariness is the unfounded (unregulated) action of an individual/aut- 
hority. 
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Violation of the uniformity or consistency of the legal system. 
The corona measures are unjustified and unconstitutional due to 
the impossibility of proving a danger to the general public, first- 
ly, because there is no diagnostic means to prove a harmful con- 
tagiousness and an infection improbability of 98% was determi- 
ned on the day of the crime and consequently there was no abs- 
tract/concrete danger and the restriction of a person's freedom is 
therefore unjustified and therefore grossly unlawful. 

An abstract danger can no longer be legally derived from a 98% 
probability of infection, as an infection can be ruled out with al- 
most 100% certainty and therefore there is no serious justificati- 
on for the severe restrictions on my fundamental rights of this 
extent and for such a long duration. Anything to the contrary 
would not be legally consistent and would require verifiable 
facts or calculation bases to refute it. An estimated number of 
unreported cases does not constitute legally reliable facts from 
which any conclusions can be drawn. Serious restrictions on 
fundamental?” must be substantiated with reliable (serious) 
facts. 

Science is based on logic and not on conjecture. Restrictions on 
fundamental rights in advance are unconstitutional and therefore 
invalid. Similarly, permanent extensions of a time limit are not 
constitutional, as these are logically not limited in time due to 
the extension. A time limit has a fixed, irrevocable end. 

The legislator must therefore specify a date on which the restric- 
tions end! Otherwise, this is also unconstitutional. 


Principle: Without exception, the burden of justification and 
proof is always on the party making the assertions, as these as- 


289 A legal norm that in turn touches on criminal offenses or fulfills them by 
definition is always grossly unlawful because the freedom from 
contradiction so importantly required by the BVerfG is eliminated. 

290 (BVerwG Urteil vom 22.11.22 Az. 3 CN 2.21). 
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sertions are otherwise subject to arbitrariness. 


Subjective principle of favor. 


The duty of the legislator to give reasons results in its duty to 
provide consistent reasoning. Incidentally, a blanket statement 
constitutes an argumentum ad ignorantiam. A highly unscientific 
argument. Consequently, the fallacy is legally proven. 


But only because there have been frequent, serious bite acci- 
dents with these dogs in the past, and they are therefore defined 
as a danger, also because these accidents have in the majority of 
cases led to serious damage and even death. 

The opposite is the case with corona. 

In addition, an infection is only dangerous per se, if it is highly 
likely, that my next will have a severe course. This depends on a 


291 A subjective principle of complacency is the refusal to apply valid legal 
norms in a consistent manner and disregarding established facts and figures. 

292 An abstract danger is the highly probable ability (e.g. probability of in- 
fection) to harm the life and limb of third parties (e.g. fighting dog with 
a muzzle). 

293 A concrete danger is the determined ability to harm the life and limb of 


third parties (e.g. fighting dog without a muzzle). 
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harmful infectiousness, which is impossible for the federal go- 
vernment to detect using a PCR test. Children are not drivers of 
the pandemic due to their better immune system, because the vi- 
rus is fought much faster, which is indicated by the almost 
complete asymptomatic courses in children and in most cases 
with very low infection rates of third parties. This means, that 
the legislator is not in a position to prove a risk to me in the le- 
gal sense using PCR. The informative value of a PCR test is the- 
refore legally ineffective both positively and negatively for as- 
sessing a risk to the general public, because in addition, travelers 
from high-incidence areas could not exempt themselves from 
quarantine by means of a negative PCR. 

The legislator thus casts doubt on the validity of a PCR test 
itself. Ergo, the PCR test is unsuitable for assessing a risk to the 
general public or the individual. 

In addition, there is a violation of the principle of certainty and 
thus a violation of the rule of law, due to the fact that the PCR 
test is part of a legal norm, the IFSG. A nice double standard. 
So the government is applying double standards. 

Evidence/truth is something that is established without contra- 
diction (see page 39). 


Refutation of the corresponding section of the IFSG by the defi- 
nition of physical integrity (immunitas): 
PHYSICAL INTEGRITY IMMUNITAS): 

Physical integrity (immunitas) is about protection. There can be 
no protection against a virus, as long-lasting immunity can only 
be acquired through an infection. Even to develop a vaccine, 
you first need a virus. So physical immunity does not mean pro- 
tection from infection. However, protection from a knife attack 
does apply here, because the body is invariably damaged by a 
knife attack, unlike an infection. An infection is only dangerous 
if the viral load is sufficient to cause physical damage, like a 
knife attack. Thus, physical immunity does not mean protection 
against infection (because if so many people had not died during 
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the influenza in 1918, we would not have immunity today), but 
protection against impairment of physical functions due to exter- 
nal circumstances and dangers (knife attack, damaging viral 
load, lightning strike, car accident, occupational safety) for 
which the protected person is not responsible. 


Based on the calculation of the immune system on pages 141 
-178, however, pretty much everyone is responsible for their 
own immune system. 

Fundamental rights only apply to persons (subjective) (third-par- 
ty effect) or against the state and not to events that lie outside 
the sphere of action. A violation of fundamental rights only 
exists if it is caused directly by a person (subject) (third-party ef- 
fect) or the state and not indirectly. In this case, any environ- 
mental pollution would be a violation. However, since funda- 
mental rights only affect persons and not generic terms or enti- 
ties (humans) or natural disasters or epidemics, environmental 
pollution does not affect physical integrity®*. Furthermore, hu- 
mans are in themselves polluting the environment by emitting 
CO2. Too many people = too much CO2. 

Therefore, pollution is not an interference with bodily integrity, 
as it is not directly caused by a person, and secondly, there is no 
fundamental right called protection from nature and its effects. 
This is a case of force majeure. 

For example, if I (the subject) disposed of my used oil in my 
neighbor's garden water container and he would not drink from 
it, then it would already be attempted bodily harm. If I disposed 
of it in his flowerbed, it would be environmental pollution. A 


294 Physical safety is the protection against impairment of physical functions 
due to external circumstances and dangers for which the person 
under protection is not responsible. 

295 siehe Rechtsprechung zu HIV. 
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hurricane, possibly caused by humans, is therefore not an inter- 
ference with physical integrity, as it has not been proven that 
this will occur and a third-party effect has only been affirmed 
and assessed by the Federal Constitutional Court on a case-by- 
case basis anyway. 

Fundamental rights do not have an effect on superordinate 
collectives such as the last generation, but only subjectively se- 
condarily on individuals and primarily on the state. Furthermore, 
fundamental rights apply primarily against the state and only 
have a secondary effect on third parties. The third-party effect is 
legally considered an exceptional case. And since when has the 
GG been turned into the StGB? 

The intention of one citizen to harm another is regulated by the 
StGB and not the GG. The judiciary seems to have completely 
lost sight of the boundaries here. 

If you do not finally limit the scope of fundamental rights by de- 
finition, your current case law will end in infinite recourse. 

The unprovability of firstly a harmful infectiousness and se- 
condly an infection per se by means of PCR and others results in 
a potential criminal offense under § 186 StGB of defamation, 
since everything, that makes me contemptuous of my fellow hu- 
man being qualifies as defamation. And this is definitely the 
case with the statement that I have corona, because the content 
of the criminal offense of defamation remains unchanged by 
both the Infection Protection Act and a pandemic emergency. 
And in the case of an unprovable assertion that makes me cont- 
emptuous, the criminal offense of defamation is fulfilled by defi- 
nition. And a statement made by an authority or a politician is 
always a statement made to a third party. And if you are not allo- 
wed to say, that I have HIV, you are also not allowed to say, that 
I have corona. Claims to the contrary are inconsequential, be- 
cause Section 186 StGB is fulfilled by definition, even if the 
PCR test is positive. 

In addition, both your own predicate logic and the theory of ar- 
gumentation are non-negotiable, because the definition of thief 
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is based on this, among other things. Furthermore, the StGB al- 
ways takes precedence over the OWiG. Without a definition, 
there is no conviction, because if my actions do not meet the de- 
finition of murder, then I am not a murderer either 


This is therefore a violation of the uniformity of the legal sys- 
tem. 

Definition of the Federal Supreme Court: According to the pre- 
vailing objective theory, a statement is false, if it does not corre- 
spond to reality.’ This is determined by a comparison between 
the statement and the OBJECTIVE SITUATION.’ In this case, 
the objective situation is defined by the infection figures provi- 
ded by the RKI or the KBV! Failures on the part of the regulator 
are always at the expense of the regulator and never at the ex- 
pense of the fundamental rights of the individual. 


1. Propositio formalis logica formulae doctrina legis: 


296 Ostracism is the social segregation of a person on the basis of supposed 
(without proof) suspicion of a dangerous illness or supposed abnormal 
behavior. Again, a subjective assessment, because ostracizing someone 
is only possible without proof. If there is proof, there is no ostracism, but 
a sanction. 

297 BGHSI 7,147; OLG Koblenz NSIZ 1984, 551; Maurach/Schroeder/Mai- 
waldStrafrecht BT Il, 10. Aufl.2012, § 75 Rn. 16; Wessels/Hettinger/Eng- 
tanderSlrafrecht BT 1,43, Auf].2019, Rn.756. 

298 RengrerStrafrecht BT ll, § 49 Rn. 8. 


299 If the definition (offense, premise) of the StGB or the GG et alia is equi- 
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Furthermore, like everyone else, I have a right to risk. The pro- 
vision of sufficient intensive care beds and staff to minimize re- 
strictions on fundamental rights falls under the state's duty to 
provide services of general interest. This has been grossly negli- 
gently violated here, because the much milder methods instead 
of restricting fundamental rights is the provision of intensive 
care beds and staff. In a pandemic, the legislator must create in- 
tensive care beds and not reduce them. 

Mortality: The danger of a virus always and fundamentally rela- 
tes to the immune system it encounters (see children). By my 
calculation of the immune system from page 139 onwards, coro- 
na is nevertheless a mild disease in 5000 intensive care patients 
on 21.04.2021 out of 224,000 active cases with 283 deaths. This 
results in a mortality rate of 0.12 %. According to the RKI 2 %. 
According to Karl Popper, contrary views require a definition to 
prove dangerousness. A serious disease is, for example, the 
plague. 

Definition: A dangerous disease exists if a significant proporti- 
on of the population is directly or indirectly at risk of serious 
health consequences or death. 

It is a significant proportion if the livelihood of the general pu- 
blic is significantly worsened by the absence/absence of this 
proportion. 


And that is not the case with a mortality rate of 2% according to 
the RKI. An infection alone is not an indication of a danger to 
the general public or the individual (see influenza, mumps, ru- 
bella...and 98% of all corona infections). 


valent to the established action of the individual, the certainty of 
guilt/violation (but not necessarily its objective correctness) results and 
requires a sanction or the request to refrain. 

300 Furthermore, social contact that does not result in injury is not a misde- 
meanor or a criminal offense. 
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17.05.2021 
Active cases: 290,000, intensive care patients with corona: 4089, 
intensive care rate: 1.41 % with 190 deaths, mortality: 0.06 %. 
Mortality rate of 4.64 % in relation to intensive care patients. 
This means that 95% of all intensive care patients survive an in- 
fection. These are peak values, because of all patients requiring 
ventilation who are not admitted with a corona infection, 24% 
die in the intensive care unit.*°' Accordingly, there is no real risk 
rationally, because if the number of unreported active cases were 
higher, the intensive care rate and mortality would fall. Corona 
would then be even less dangerous. At 83 million 0.004 %. So 
4/100000. 
An infection probability of 0.3% is to be accepted as an indivi- 
dual life risk. If you add a dark figure increased by a factor of 
10, this would result in a mortality rate of 0.24% on 14.05.21, 
i.e. comparable to influenza. 
Calculated values: 3,500,000 infected persons according to the 
RKI up to and including 14.05.21 and 85,000 deaths, mortality 
2.4%. If you now add the number of unreported cases, this 
would result in 35 million infections. With the number of unre- 
ported cases increased by a factor of 5, the mortality rate is 
0.5%. If the assumed number of unreported cases is transferred 
to the active number of cases on 14.05.21, this would result in 
an intensive care rate of 0.141% with a factor of 10 and 0.28% 
with a factor of 5 and a mortality rate, that is no longer worth 
mentioning. If the probability of infection were now increased 
by a factor of 10 from 0.3% to 3.0%, this would result in a mor- 
tality rate of 0.24%. So again at influenza level. 
The number of unreported deaths does not exist, because it 
would also be a very adventurous undertaking to conceal deaths 
from corona from the public. As a rational being, I do not have 
this fantasy. An argument based on the number of unreported 
cases invalidates any mathematical modeling. 


301 See Kim Christin Honselmann's dissertation on the University of Ltibeck 


from 2015 and Alexandra Sieglinde Bar's dissertation on the University 
of Regensburg from 2010. 
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Regarding the KBV figures: The KBV statistics for December 
2020, a mortality rate of 2.2 % in the total population.*” 

In particular in the 0 - 59 age group: 0.1 %, 

60 — 79years: 3.9 %, 

80+: 16 %. 

In May 2021: 

0 - 59 years: 0.1 % 

60 - 79 years: 1.8% 

80+: 11.8%. 

0.8 % in total. 

Covid 19 is not a dangerous disease and the effect of the vacci- 
nation in terms of severe courses is marginal in the 60+ age 
groups and ZERO in the 0 - 59 age group. This is because the 
statistics of the KBV show a mortality rate of 16% for 80+ in 
Dec 2020, 60 - 79 3.9 %, 0 - 59 0.1 %. 

In May 2021 with 8.7 million fully vaccinated 

80+, mortality 14.5 % = vaccination effect -1.5 %, 

60 - 79 mortality 2.7 % = vaccination effect -0.9 %, 

0 - 59 mortality 0.1 % = vaccination effect 0.0 %. 

With an assumed number of unreported infections of a factor of 
5 or 10, the mortality rate would fall to 1.6 % and 3.2 % respec- 
tively for the 80+. In the 60+ group to 0.4 % and 0.8 % respec- 
tively. 

These are the figures from May 14, 2021, which the RKI itself 
collected. The refusal to face the truth here either fulfills the cri- 
minal offense of obstruction of justice in relation to the judiciary 
(offense equivalent to the definition of the BGH) or a lack of 
knowledge of basic arithmetic, which is taught in the age groups 
of 8-10 year olds. A declaration of bankruptcy by the judiciary. 
Moreover, the refusal on the part of both politicians and the hig- 
hest courts is a proven breach of the constitution that is unique 
in the legal history of Germany. 

This means, that the basis for authorization has been withdrawn 
from the legislator since 14.05.21, because 


302 2020-12-02 Corona-ReportPDF (www.dgai.de) 
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either these figures were known and were deliberately ignored or 
the federal government and its protagonists are incapable basic 
arithmetic. 


The intentionality of the refusal to recognize these figures is 
more than obvious here. This clearly constitutes a violation of 
the law as defined by the Federal Court of Justice. 

An emotion or presumption is not a valid, serious, probative ar- 
gument. 

In addition, there is also a violation of the principle of non-con- 
tradiction of the requirement of certainty, because the RKI figu- 
res are contrary to the regulations in the IFSG. 

Serious infringements of fundamental rights*? require compel- 
ling evidence. If pseudo-arguments are used: ad ignorantiam, ad 
populum, ad verecundiam et alia are cited as compelling evi- 
dence, this is a false conclusion. Moreover, modal logic does not 
establish facts. Incidentally, the danger/mortality of the influenza 
wave 2017/18 was assessed in exactly the same way according 
to numbers! 

Propositional logic: If there is no compelling evidence of corre- 
lation or causality between the RKI's figures and the measures 
taken, then all restrictions on fundamental rights are based on 
assumptions and are therefore unlawful. Since it is clear, that the 
infection figures have not gone through the roof with the Omi- 
kron variant, which has a significantly higher transmission rate, 
this suggests, contrary to the erroneous assumption of the pro- 
ponents of the measures, that this would not have been the case 
with Delta either without such drastic interventions in funda- 
mental rights. Incidentally, a probability of infection of < 5% is 
currently already considered an individual life risk. And I can al- 
ready vividly imagine, how the fact-resistant mainstream is de- 
sperately trying to save itself like little children clutching at 
straws. Incidentally, Bergamo is located in Italy and is irrelevant 
to the incidence of infection in Germany. There is no legally 
usable data on Long Covid, as all data to date can only be esti- 


303 BVwG 23.11.22. 
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mated rudimentarily due to a lack of studies. And it is also not 
legally verifiable to 99.9% that these symptoms are caused by a 
Covid 19 infection. Moreover, not all patients are equally sever- 
ely affected; the majority simply have a cold or cough or heada- 
che. Ignorance is not a means of refuting arguments. 
Unfortunately, the legislator has a burden of proof to restrict my 
basic rights. Aestimatio is the opposite of ratio. 

Here, too, the grossly negligent failure to collect reliable data is 
at the expense of the legislator. Freedom does not have to be ju- 
stified, but the withdrawal does, and this is irrational and there- 
fore cannot be legally justified and is therefore arbitrary. And if 
the legislator bases the withdrawal of my fundamental rights on 
such arbitrary, unscientific definitions and lies on his part, he 
must first of all prove them, otherwise the withdrawal is arbitra- 
ry. Not collecting data is equivalent to gross negligence. 
Violation of Art. 1 GG: 

Human dignity (dignitas hominia) is the recognition of an indi- 
vidual's existence through emotional and physical closeness and 
comfort. 

Due to the requirement of certainty and the lack of uniform case 
law, the high court is either bound by this definition or it must 
refute it or provide a scientifically tenable definition itself, as 
otherwise freedom from contradiction is no longer guaranteed. 
Consequently, all corona ordinances and pandemic measures, in- 
sofar as they are ordered against the explicit will of the individu- 
al, because all other fundamental rights are subordinate, inclu- 
ding the right to physical integrity (immunitas), violate Article | 
of the Basic Law. 

The ruling of the Federal Constitutional Court from February 
2020 regarding euthanasia is particularly worth mentioning in 
this regard. Even the BVerfG considers Article 2 of the Basic 
Law to be relative. And Article 1 of the Basic Law is the highest 
trump card and always applies absolutely. 


B .. Human dignity means that every person is valua- 
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ble because they are human.’*°* 


And now the fact-resistant left-green mainstream, regardless of 
my definition, please prove to me, that it is not a violation of 
Article 1 of the Basic Law, when people are deprived of their 
social contacts, letting them die in loneliness, depriving them of 
their emotional dignity and convincing children, that they are 
a danger to grandma and grandpa, based on ignorance; a bogus 
legal argument called ARGUMENTUM AD IGNORANTIAM! 
The legislator must not act in doubt to the detriment of a person. 
Unconstitutionality of the corona measures due to Article 2 
GG physical integrity: because: 

(2) Everyone has the right to life and physical integrity. The 
freedom of the person is inviolable. These rights may only be in- 
terfered with on the basis of a law. 

If one characterizes physical inviolability as absolute, for which 
there is no legal basis, then both a vaccination obligation and the 
restriction of my fundamental rights are refuted, because it 1s in- 
consequential under constitutional law (and therefore legally un- 
founded) to characterize this as absolute, when people die from 
corona, and to make it relative, when it comes to vaccination. 
Because if this is absolute, no one's physical integrity may be in- 
terfered with, and if it is relative, then the state may not save 
every life under all circumstances. 

Freedom from contradiction violated. 

Covid 19 is a disease of old age and achieving herd immunity is 
not a health precaution, because Covid 19 is a zoonosis and the 
virus continues to mutate in animals anyway. 

Furthermore, NOBODY has a constitutional right to zero risk. 
An infection must be accepted as an individual life risk. In addi- 
tion, the legislator must prove, who is infectious and who is not, 


304 Bundeszentrale fiir politische Bildung. 
https://www.bpb.de/kurz-knapp/lexika/lexikon-in-einfacher- 
sprache/249974/menschenwuerde/#:~:text=Die Menschenwiirde ist die 
wichtigste,wenn ihre Menschenwiirde verletzt wird. 
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as presumptions and conjunctives do not constitute serious 
grounds for serious encroachments on fundamental rights. These 
people can also die from MRSA germs, influenza or measles. In 
addition, the effectiveness of the informative value of a PCR test 
is also refuted or contradicted by the fact, that access to leisure 
facilities is only subject to the 2 G regulation and access to bu- 
ses and trains is subject to the 3 G regulation. The significance 
of a PCR test is therefore arbitrary. Incidences are also arbitrary, 
as they depend on the number of staff in the health authorities 
and can therefore be increased or decreased completely arbitrari- 
ly. In the latter case, the incidence rate required for restrictions 
would fall, in the former case it would rise. However, the legis- 
lator has a duty to provide enough staff to reduce restrictions on 
basic rights to a minimum, as it must always apply the less se- 
vere measure. 

Failures in this regard are at the expense of the legislator! 

In terms of constitutional law, it is completely irrelevant, whe- 
ther the milder remedy costs 100 million euros or 30 billion. 
Economic interests always take second place to fundamental 
rights. The Basic Law knows no financial upper limit for milder 
measures. Particularly against the background of the ruling of 
the Federal Constitutional Court of 30.11.21 on exit restrictions, 
the Federal Constitutional Court disapproves of unscientific ar- 
gumentation. Scientific argumentation is based without excepti- 
on on formal logic and argumentation theory, because only by 
means of propositional logic can it be determined, whether a 
statement is true or false. Therefore, according to the figures, 
data and facts of the RKI, corona is not a dangerous disease and 
the measures are therefore unfounded. The validity of these figu- 
res: Ignorance is not a yardstick for restricting fundamental 
rights and is legally inadmissible as a protective assertion by the 
individual and the legislator. In addition, it is unscientific to 
claim, that “unvaccinated” people are dangerously contagious 
per se against the background of the corona courses of children, 
since, as the courses of children show, this depends on the state 
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of the immune system. The opposite is self-refuting. There are 
also no reliable facts as to the extent to which unvaccinated peo- 
ple could pose a risk to unvaccinated people, as it has been pro- 
ven, that vaccinated people are also carriers. Legislators must 
provide reliable facts. 

An evil is a present event, the occurrence of which can have 
serious disadvantages for the person affected. “ 

Incidentally, even according to the RKI, Covid 19 is a disease of 
old age and the recommendation of childhood vaccinations is 
therefore contrary to its own assessment. Arbitrary. 

Refutation Article 2 GG (2) the right to life: 

There cannot be a right to life, since the government is not in a 
position to prevent death, because a fundamental right is always 
also enforceable, since an enforceable legal claim is primarily 
derived from fundamental rights, because the right to life means, 
conversely, the prohibition of death. And this is not possible for 
living beings, because as an incurable cancer patient you can no 
longer enforce this right against the state, unless the legislator 
has the elixir for eternal life. The fundamental right to life is the- 
refore unenforceable and therefore not a fundamental right. Re- 
futed to the first. (argumentum ad absurdum). The contradictory 
nature of the principle of certainty is hereby violated. 

1. Fundamental rights apply to everyone and are enforcea- 
ble for all individuals within the scope of application. (This was 
not the case in the Weimar Republic). 

Zs The right to life is not enforceable, at least for terminally 
ill people, as the legislator cannot prevent death. 

Conclusion: The right to life is not a fundamental right, as it 
does not fulfill the characteristic of being enforceable. The Ba- 
varian Infection Protection Ordinance is hereby refuted, inclu- 
ding the paragraphs of the IFSG mentioned at the beginning. A 
fundamental right to the protection of life does not exist in the 
Basic Law and if it did, then the uniformity of the legal system 
is not given here, because all abortions and suicide contradict 
this as well as the right to life (§ 218a StGB). 
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The legislator would therefore first have to prohibit these in or- 
der for this alleged fundamental right to at least satisfy the uni- 
formity of the legal system. However, the right to life cannot be 
enforced by anyone, as a disregard of this right would, crazily 
enough, result in the death of the person concerned. 

And how is the person concerned supposed to instruct the judi- 
ciary in this world from the hereafter? 

The entire judiciary seems powerless in terms of logical structu- 
res. Do not confuse the right to life with physical immortality. 
Charter of Fundamental Rights of the European Union Art. 2: 
Only the completed killing is a violation of this if there is no ju- 
stification. 

Especially since homicide in Germany is regulated by the StGB 
and not the GG. Incidentally, every disease, including influenza, 
is fatal for certain groups of people. There are no diseases wi- 
thout mortality. 

The argumentum ad absurdum is only convincing, if it fulfills 
the following requirements: 

Absurdity postulate: The consequences of the opposing view 
must actually be absurd (literally absurd), not merely undesira- 
ble or doubtful. In the narrow sense, a consequence is absurd, if 
it contradicts its own basic assumptions.*”° 

And it is indeed the greatest arbitrariness and obviously the thin- 
nest and stupidest argumentative straw to reinterpret the right to 
life as the protection of life in order to avoid the argumentum ad 
absurdum. Fundamental rights are written in black and white in 
the Basic Law and by no means originates from the imagination 
of a lawyer, judge or public prosecutor. Otherwise it would be 
argumenta ad phantasiam. 

1. Freedom of the person is an inviolable fundamental 
right. 


Ze According to § 16 IFSG, there must be a danger to the 
general public or the individual for interference with fundamen- 


305 (Like the accusation of godlessness against Socrates). Zeitschrift fiir das 
Juristische Studium — www.zjs-online.com ZJS 4/2014 Seite 468. 
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tal rights. 

3. There is no diagnostic tool for Sars Cov 2 to prove a risk 
beyond doubt. 

Conclusion: Interference with fundamental rights with regard to 
Sars Cov 2 constitutes the criminal offense of defamation and is 
therefore unlawful. With regard to the Bavarian Infection Pro- 
tection Ordinance, there is no evidence, that unvaccinated citi- 
zens are dangerous to the general public and individuals and is 
therefore unfounded, constitutes defamation by definition and is 
therefore unlawful. In addition, in the case of restrictions on fun- 
damental rights, the effectiveness of the measures must be 
seriously justified (by evidence), as otherwise they are subject to 
arbitrariness without any evidence, because an interference with 
fundamental rights is always serious regardless of the funda- 
mental right in question. 


Furthermore, there is no basic right to protection against infecti- 
on. 

,, Ostracism is the social segregation of a person on the basis of 
supposed (without proof) suspicion of a dangerous illness or 
supposed abnormal behavior. “ 

1. Jurisprudential, formal-logical formula theorem: If the defini- 
tion (facts, premise) of the StGB/Grundgesetz et alia is equiva- 
lent to the determined action of the individual, the certainty of 
guilt/violation (but not necessarily the objective correctness) re- 
sults and requires a sanction or the request to refrain. 

It has thus been proven, that even & 16 (1) of the IFSG is unla- 
wful as a standard and clearly fulfills the requirement of certain- 
ty, because what is the imminent danger of a communicable di- 
sease if no measures have been or are being taken in the case of 


306 A study is not proof, but an experiment in a specialist field with a defined 
target group. 
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influenza?*”’ 
According to this argument, it cannot be death. And how much 
death can it be? Depending on the measures taken, freedom 
from contradiction could also be violated. The issue here is 
proof of a danger, not proof of an infection, as an infection with 
corona is only very rarely serious. Violation of the uniformity of 
the legal system. 
Because there is no single 100% fatal viral disease, an infection 
(especially with corona) does not automatically correlate with a 
dangerousness of the infected person. The argumenta ad igno- 
rantiam of the Federal Ministry of Health remain unconsidered 
as sham arguments, because bogus arguments are invariably at 
the expense of the party obliged to justify them (the legislator) 
and never at the expense of the person affected by the justificati- 
on. In this respect, the freedom of the person under Article 2 of 
the Basic Law is on an equal footing with physical integrity, be- 
cause it is not clear from Article 2 that the latter is more import- 
ant. And if it is not stated there, this view must always be justi- 
fied, which is evident from the obligation to give reasons and 
the resulting logical obligation to argue. After all, unfounded ar- 
guments are unscientific and therefore invalid. It is always up to 
the ordering authority to prove a danger to the general public or 
the individual. 
BverfG on facility-based mandatory vaccination (February 
2022): 

However, the pandemic continues to be characteri- 

zed by a particular infection dynamic with high case 

numbers, which is associated with a high probability 

of infection and thus a correspondingly high risk po- 

tential for vulnerable people. 


Definition Federal Court of Justice: 
According to the prevailing objective theory, a statement is false 


307 Mortality 2017/18 laboratory confirmed 0.5 %, RKI estimate ~ 7 % with 
25,000 deaths, 334,000 infections. 
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if it does not correspond to reality.*°’ This is determined by a 
comparison between the statement and the OBJECTIVE SITU- 
ATION.” 

It's just too bad that in mathematics, belief, opinion and interpre- 
tation are excluded when investigating an OBJECTIVE SITUA- 
TION. So the BVerfG's view, that there is a high probability of 
infection is clearly refuted by the RKI's case numbers. If the 
BVerfG is referring here to the premises of care facilities, this 
presumed risk results from the relationship between residents 
and care staff. Consequently, a subjective feeling/perception is 
not admissible to determine an objective factual situation (truth). 
Since the BVerfG explicitly requires refutation: Et voila! 

Or is it the intention of the fact-resistant left-green mainstream 
to only evaluate RKI figures, if they support their own opinion? 
Federal Ministry of Health statement: ,,Corona is a dangerous 
disease.” 

The RKI figures show a mortality rate of approx. | - 2.5 % for 
Covid 19, approx. 50 % for bubonic plague and 90 % for rabies 
or pneumonic plague. Since the plague is defined as a dangerous 
disease, this is not the case with Covid 19 according to the defi- 
nition of the BGH, the highest German court of instance. This 
proves, that Covid 19 is by no means a dangerous disease and 
therefore all measures are unlawful, because with regard to & 16 
IFSG, influenza (0.2%), scarlet fever, rubella, etc. are also con- 
sidered dangerous diseases. All of these diseases have or can 
have a mortality rate. What is an imminent danger and at what 
mortality rate is this present? Is it 0.2 % for influenza? If not, 
why not and at what percentage? 

According to Section 16 (1) IFSG, there must be facts, that pose 
a risk to the individual or the general public. If it is not mortality 
(influenza), what is it? Serious encroachments on fundamental 
rights (BVwG 23.11.22) must be seriously justified. An overloa- 


308 BGHSI 7,147; OLG Koblenz NSIZ 1984, 551; Maurach/Schroeder/Mai- 


waldStrafrecht BT Il, 10. Aufl. 2012, § 75 Rn. 16. 
Wessels/Hettinger/EngtanderSlrafrecht BT 1,43, Auf].2019, Rn.756. 


309 RengrerStrafrecht BT Il, § 49 Rn. 8. 
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ding of hospitals is factually refuted and the threat of overloa- 
ding can no longer be proven retrospectively. One could now 
conclude from the RKI's influenza figures for 2017/18 that all 
diseases with a case mortality rate of up to 7% do not constitute 
a dangerous disease. This can only be avoided by applying my 
definition. It is therefore not possible to demonstrate to legisla- 
tors that coronavirus is a dangerous disease. The discrediting of 
the RKI's figures by the RKI itself or by politicians turns all co- 
rona measures into an assertion and attributes them to a violati- 
on of the obligation to give reasons. This includes the contradic - 
tory interpretation. Quod erat demonstrandum. 

Failures on the part of the legislator are always to its detriment. 
And if a Mr. Schauble*”’ et alia think why Corona should be 
harmless, when almost all scientists agree, that the opposite is 
the case? Because this is an argumentum ad populum and bogus 
arguments are forbidden in legal considerations, because all 
scientists can also be wrong as long as their claims are not sub- 
stantiated. This is because modal logic does not establish facts. 
Because it is contrary to the freedom from contradiction that on 
the one hand it is taken as a reason for measures when everyone 
around us says, that corona is dangerous, and on the other hand 
the opposite is suddenly claimed, when all the countries around 
us lift their measures. It's either or! Consequently, the legislator 
itself disqualifies the bogus argument ‘argumentum ad populum' 
(contradictio in participio). Double standard! 

Last but not least, I think we can agree on the principle of the 
BverfG, that anything that cannot be refuted must first be follo- 
wed. What applies to me also applies to the regulator. Infringe- 
ments meet the double standard. And an assertion is per se not 
open to proof. A fundamental right to social participation does 
not exist (proof by 3 G regulation*''). Furthermore, in the case 
of abstract legal questions, interpretation is only possible with 
regard to the legal text, as terms are only accessible by definiti- 


310 German politician, who has died 26.12.2023. 
311 Vaccinated, recovered, tested. 
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on. The same results from the abstraction of the requirement of 
certainty. 

,An interpretation is the elucidation of the information of a 
matter (e.g. legal norm) by determining the relationship of the 
terms within this matter, subject to subjective standards. “ 

An interpretation is therefore contrary to the concept of the ob- 
jective factual situation of the Federal Court of Justice. Thus, 
quarantine is not an effective means of preventing the spread of 
a dangerous disease, firstly because it has been proven, that the- 
re is only a minimal incidence of infection and that Sars Cov 2 
infected persons do not pose an imminent danger to the general 
public or individuals, and secondly because it is not a dangerous 
disease, but merely an allegation of it. Moreover, “higher-ran- 
king case law” means an argumentum ad verecundiam and is 
only admissible, if the opposing view has been refuted. Since 
the legislator has not defined human dignity, ostracism, abstract, 
concrete danger and dangerous illness, it follows, that these 
views cannot be refuted, because they do not exist. Thus, follo- 
wing the validity requirements of the argumentum ad verecun- 
diam and the opinion of the BVerfG, the legislator or the judi- 
ciary must first refute my definitions, just as I would first have 
to refute the definition of thief (even without justification) in or- 
der for my definition to be valid. The BVerfG or the BGH are 
not ministries of truth. Argumentum ad verecundiam is nevert- 
heless not compelling evidence, but merely means, that the un- 
founded opinions of, for example, the RKI on Corona are to be 
given more weight, than the unfounded statements of an accoun- 
tant on Corona. 

However, if the accountant can justify/prove his views or defini- 
tions, then the authority argument is considered refuted. If the 
authority, for its part, supports its view by means of bogus argu- 
ments, e.g. ad populum or ad ignorantiam, the argumentum ad 
verecundiam is also inadmissible. Otherwise there would be no 
equality of arms, because I must have the possibility of refutati- 
on. Only in dictatorships does this possibility not exist. 
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And I only have this possibility if a view (definition, facts, etc.) 
exists. So my definitions are legally valid, until they have been 
refuted, unless there is a definition from the legislator. Because 
in the case of the definition of the thief, you claim, that it is va- 
lid until it is refuted, and in the case of my definition of human 
dignity, you claim, that it is not valid, because we don't like it? 
Nice double standard and dictatorial unequal treatment. Because 
if the definition of a thief is correct, until it is disproved, then it 
applies: 


2. Propositio formalis logica formulae doctrina legis: 


Otherwise, statement/opinion would stand against counter-state- 
ment/counter-opinion and this cannot be decided both legally 
and logically. In the case of two existing, contradictory definiti- 
ons, tertium datur applies (see pages 25 -27). 

Examination of the conditions of admissibility of the argumen- 
tum ad verecundiam in favor of the legislator:*'° 

1. The authority is trustworthy, because it has proven itself. 
Does not apply to Drosten and Co. or the BGH, BVerfG. 

2. The authority is cited correctly. Applies. 

3. The authority has expertise in the relevant subject area. 
This could be questioned, at least in the case of Drosten and 


312 Jurisprudential, formal-logical formula theorem: If no opinion (definiti- 
on) exists, the obligation to refute is transferred to the critic of the defini- 
tion provided. If a view (definition) does exist, the obligation to refute 
it is incumbent on the counter-definer. 

313 These rules originate from Pensylvania State University and William C. 
Salmon, respectively, and both are considered authorities in the sense of 
the argumentum ad verecundiam. Vgl. die Darstellung bei Douglas 
Walton: Appeal to Expert Opinion: Arguments from Authority. Pennsyl- 
vania State University Press, University Park, Pennsylvania 1997, S. 52 
ff. Wesley C. Salmon: Logic. 1984, Kapitel 3. 
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Wiehler. However, it is not possible for me to demonstrate this. 
So it applies 


4. The general rules of argumentation were observed. I ass- 
ume so. So that also applies. 
5. Authorities who hold the opposite view are also quoted 


and refuted instead of simply being ignored. 

Clearly not fulfilled, as the opposing views of Wodarg, Bakhdi, 
Hockertz et alia were not refuted, but ignored. In order for the 
authority argument of the legislator to be valid without refuting 
the opposing view, this view must first be refuted. This has not 
been done. 

Conclusion: The argumentum ad verecundiam (view of Dros- 
ten, RKI, Wieler, Lauterbach et alia) has been refuted and wron- 
gly invoked to justify encroachments on fundamental rights. It is 
another bogus argument in the legislator's collection. Moreover, 
it is a deliberate fallacy and a sophism. Ignoring these argu- 
ments violates the laws of logic and science, to which every 
German judge is bound. 


Proof of an error regarding the definition of the BGH*": 


Set of term: “According to this, a judge is liable to 
prosecutionfor perverting the course of justice (geni- 
tive: bending the law). .. Set of definition:. ..if he in- 
tentionally misapplies the law when deciding a case 
and thereby unjustly gives an advantage or disad- 
vantage to a party to the proceedings.” 


Circular definition! 

Since the set definition already contains the term to be defined. 
In addition, there is a violation of the requirement of certainty 
without contradiction. Consequently, the error has been proven 
and the authority of the highest courts to define terms has been 
refuted per se. Legislative bodies therefore have no power of de- 


314 2 StR 479/13, BGHSt 59, 144-150. 
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finition solely on the basis of their function. A law degree is 
certainly not expertise in the truthful definition of (legal) terms. 
Not only is this a circular definition, but the BGH also manages 
to commit two errors within it by using both the term law and its 
opposite for the definition. 

Proof of an error regarding the definition of the legislator: 


, Anyone who takes another person's movable pro- 
perty with the intention of unlawfully appropriating 
the property for themselves or a third party is liable 
to a custodial sentence not exceeding five years or a 
monetary penalty. ‘?!° 


Refutation: Since intellectual theft is not included here, this de- 
finition is incorrect because, firstly, it is inadequate, because it is 
far too specific. 
Correction: 

,, Lheft is the arbitrary (contrary to a rule of coexistence) ap- 
propriation of goods, which are not compensated by a conside- 
ration determined by the owner. “ 


Definition competence refuted for the second time. 
To explain the whole thing again using four examples in legal 
opinion style, regardless of whether corona is a dangerous or 
harmless disease: 

1* Legal Opinion: 
Upper sentence: It is to be examined, whether the quarantine 


315 § 242 StGB. 

316 Goods are possessions of the individual, that can be appropriated in phy- 
sical form. 
This includes intellectual theft, because you can write down what I say and 
pass it off as your own work, as long as it is not written down and published 
by me. I would therefore have no way of proving my authorship here. 
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order could impair Mr. Rockford's physical integrity and whe- 
ther psychological damage could occur due to the suffocation of 
his two pets. 
Definition: Basic Law Art. 2: Everyone (including a person in- 
fected with Sars Cov 2) has the right to physical integrity. This 
also includes the provision of food. Furthermore, the legislator 
has no right to inflict mental harm on Mr. Rockford by suffoca- 
ting his two pets. 
Subsumption: Due to the quarantine order, Mr. Rockford has 
no possibility of obtaining food. This puts him at a health disad- 
vantage and possibly at risk of death, because if you don't eat, 
you will die. Since neither the public health department nor 
other institutions (admittedly due to overwork) have been able 
to help him. If the employees are not at fault, the responsibility 
for this lies with the responsible ministry) signaled, that they 
wanted to provide Mr. Rockford with food, he was forced to ob- 
tain it personally. This constitutes a violation of Article 2 of the 
Basic Law on physical integrity in conjunction with Section 240 
of the German Criminal Code. The attempt to do both is already 
punishable. The legislator must not allow anyone to starve to 
death. Secondly, no one has signaled, that the pets should be pi- 
cked up for euthanasia. All vets have refused, due to hysteria. 
Conclusion: The quarantine order is unlawful or unconstitutio- 
nal and a violation of physical integrity and also of mental inte- 
grity. 

2™ Legal Opinion: 
Upper sentence: The question to be examined is, whether the 
ordering of a quarantine on the basis of a positive PCR or rapid 
test is tantamount to a danger to the general public or the indivi- 
dual,which, if denied, could render the relevant provision of the 
IFSG null and void. 
Definition: According to the wording of Section 186 StGB, the 
public health officer or tester, who claims that Mr. Rockford is a 
danger to the general public must prove this beyond doubt. If he 
is unable to do so, the offense is deemed to have been commit- 
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ted and the provision of the IFSG would be null and void, since 
for the nullity dogma the provision of the IFSG must, for exam- 
ple, fulfill or affect the offense of § 186. 

Subsumption: Mr. Rockford tested positive for Sars Cov 2 in 
May. According to the AfD parliamentary group in the state par- 
liament of Baden Wiirttemberg Sep 20207!’ , there is no 100% 
proof of — infection with Sars Cov Z 
Conclusion: Since a PCR test cannot prove a danger to the ge- 
neral public beyond doubt, the public health officer, staff of the 
test station etc. commits a criminal offense according to § 186 
StGB, since dishonor is not included in the definition of the 
StGB. A quarantine order based on a positive PCR or rapid test 
is null and void, as the relevant section of the IFSG affects or 
fulfills Section 186 StGB and thus corresponds to the nullity 
dogma of the BVerfGE. However, the public health officer and 
the staff of the test station/health department remain exempt 
from prosecution, as the deadline for the criminal complaint has 
already passed. With regard to dishonor, I refer to the previous 
case law on spreading the HIV infection of a third party. 


3" Legal Opinon: 

Upper sentence: It is to be examined, whether Corona is a dan- 
gerous disease, the negation of which proves the unconstitutio- 
nality of all measures. 

Definition: A dangerous disease exists, if a significant proporti- 
on of the population is directly or indirectly at risk of serious he- 
alth consequences or death. It is a significant proportion, if the 
livelihood of the general public is significantly worsened by the 
absence/absence of this proportion. A dangerous disease can the- 
refore be assumed for the plague. 

Subsumption: An assumed mortality rate of 2 % would result in 
1,600,000 million deaths. With 1,600,000 million deaths, a dan- 
gerous disease cannot be assumed, because, according to the 
data from the RKI and the KBV, the highest death rates are re- 


317 Drucksache 16/889 Landtag Baden -Wiirttemberg. 
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corded in the group 70+, who are no longer actively working 
and can therefore neither contribute to improving nor worsening 
the livelihood of the general public by their absence, as they are 
no longer productive. In May 2021, the KBV puts mortality in 
the total population at 0.7%, RKI 0.4% case mortality. A number 
of unreported cases with a factor of 5 or 10 reduces the mortality 
rate to 0.04 or 0.14%! Corona has therefore no longer been a 
dangerous disease, since at least May 2021. On 06.05.22, the 
mortality rate was just 0.1% according to the KBV, which is half 
of a normal flu season. In the 2018 season, influenza was 5-10 
times more deadly than Omikron in 2022.*'* With a presumed 
number of unreported infections of a factor of 5 or 10, mortality 
would fall to 1.6 or 3.2 % in the 80+! In the group 60+ to 0.4 
and 0.8 % respectively! 

Conclusion: Sars Cov 2 (Corona) is not a dangerous disease and 
consequently all measures ordered (§ 24-32 IFSG) since May 
2021 are unconstitutional and unlawful. No legal opinion wi- 
thout a definition and no judgment without an legal opinion. Be- 
cause if corona is not a dangerous disease, then logically there 
can be no danger from infected people. It is always up to the in- 
vestigating authority to prove a danger.. 

Tus non cedendum est et crimini et arbitratuil’’” 

The fact-resistant left-green mainstream and politicians are free 
to provide a counter-definition of the legal term “dangerous di- 
sease”, but this is probably impossible due to the inadequate 
ability of German lawyers to abstract, as already shown here, 
due to a completely outdated law studies. In addition, § 16 IFSG 
stands in the way of this endeavor. 

Likewise, it is also free to justify a judgment with unscientific 
bogus arguments. The theory of argumentation is inherent to 
scientificity and thus to the style of legal opinion and judgment, 
and scientificity is also based on the laws of logic. A justificati- 
on, which in turn refers to a principle, tenet, study etc. which is 


318 Even a prank needs to be done well. 
319 Justice must not give way to injustice or arbitrariness. 
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not established beyond doubt is not legal evidence. A consensus 
gentium is also a bogus argument. The proponents of the measu- 
res should answer the question themselves: do my pets have to 
suffocate, because I have a harmless illness? 


4™ Legal Opinion 
Upper sentence: It is to be investigated, whether the corona 
vaccination could significantly reduce mortality and virus 
spread. 
Definition: 


Subsumption: The analysis of the KBV™' figures by addition 
and subtraction confirms a mathematical effect in the risk 
groups (80+ of 1.5 %), (60+ 0.9 %) determined by subtracting 
the following KBV figures from 29.11.2020: 60+ 3.9 % mortali- 
ty and 80+ 16 %. On 18.04.2021 60+ 3.0 % mortality and 80+ 
14.5 % mortality. 0-59 y. always 0.1 % mortality. Fully vaccina- 
ted 7.4 million (including all people with pre-existing conditi- 
ons). With an assumed number of unreported infections of a fac- 
tor of 5 or 10, mortality in the 80+ would fall to 1.6 or 3.2 %! In 
the group 60+ to 0.4 or 0.8 %!!! 

Conclusion: A significant vaccination effect and consequently a 
reduction in the spread of the virus and mortality is not demons- 
trable. 


320 Vaccination is said to be effective if the spread and mortality of a patho- 
gen can be reduced to such an extent that the healthcare system is 
not overburdened (e.g. postponement of necessary cancer treatments). 

321 Association of health insurance doctors. 
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VI 
LEGAL OPINION HOMICIDE*” 

Due to no significant vaccination effect, due to the proof of the 
harmlessness of a corona disease, due to the impossibility of 
proving a danger to the general public or the individual, due to 
the scientific definition of the undefined legal concepts of hu- 
man dignity, abstract/concrete danger, ostracism, physical insa- 
nity, a dangerous illness, murder and homicide, John Doe, Jane 
Doe, George Doe, Brandon Doe, Joe Doe, Jane Doe, Elvira Doe 
and Suzanne Doe are murderers! 

An untrue fact/statement contradicts a valid definition of a legal 
norm. Against one's better judgment means knowing, that one's 
own statement/assertion cannot be proven. In addition, two defi- 
nitions of a legal norm cannot legally coexist on an equal foo- 
ting, as at least one of two contrary or contradictory definitions 
or statements is always wrong. 


3. Propositio formalis logica formulae doctrina legis: 


322 In German law no degree of murder exists. The Assistance or order of 
homicide will be punished with the same penalty. 

323 Otherwise, the BVerfGE would be a dictatorial Ministry of Truth. 
Jurisprudential, formal-logical formula theorem: If the definition of a le- 
gal norm is refuted and a court becomes aware of this, this definition of 
the legal norm (not necessarily the legal norm itself) is immediately le- 
gally ineffective, because a refuted definition of a legal norm cannot be 
reinstated by the BVerfGE, in contrast to the unconstitutionality of a legal 
norm, because the BVerfGE only has the power to reject a norm. Every 
German has the power of proof and refutation under the Basic Law. 
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Now let's take it slowly again: 

What do we need for an initial suspicion of murder? 

Firstly, a measure or action and secondly, at least one death as a 
result of the measure. We have a measure: 2 G and 3 G regulati- 
on and vaccination campaign and facility-based compulsory 
vaccination. We also have deaths according to the Bundestag's 
scientific service document WD 9-3000- 081/22, so there is un- 
deniably a homicide and the question of whether it is murder, 
manslaughter or negligent homicide depends on the definition. 


It is not too much of a hurdle to prove this definition by pre- 
vious general case law or reductio ad absurdum. Since the CDC 
advocates lethal vaccination, all CDC persons, who recommend 
this vaccination are manslayers. 


1* Legal Opinion: 
Upper sentence: Firstly, it is to be examined, whether only the 
definition of the legal norm § 211 StGB is refuted, due to the 
existence of a circular definition and thus legally (jurisprudenti- 
ally) invalid, or whether the entire § 211 is refuted, which would 
correspond to a new law and would therefore have no retroacti- 
ve validity. 
Definition: A circular definition is the definition of a term with 
the same term or its opposite (if the definition of the term to be 
defined is unknown, its opposite is also unknown). 
Mathematically: If the set definition is to explain the set term, 
then the set definition must not contain any element of the set 
term. The legal norm of § 211 is a two-part legal norm. 
Subsumption: As this is a two-part legal norm, only the defini- 


324 A killing offense occurs when the death of a mammal is caused by a mea- 
sure or action of an individual, group or employee of an authority. 
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tion of the legal norm § 211 StGB is refuted. Point (1), which 
determines the penalty, remains unaffected by this. The legal 
norm therefore continues to have legal validity and its effect is 
not restricted or interrupted, as legal norms are also valid wi- 
thout a definition (Section 185StGB). 

(2),,A murderer is someone, who, out of a desire to 

murder... kills or murders a person. “ 
It is hardly possible to include many more circles in a definition. 
The definition of the legal norm § 211 StGB under point 2 is re- 
futed, as there is a circular definition that is scientific and there- 
fore always wrong. 
Result: The legal norm has retroactive effect with its new defi- 
nition under point (2) with the result that John Doe, Jane Doe, 
George Doe, Brandon Doe, Joe Doe, Jane Doe, Elvira Doe and 
Suzanne Doe are murderers. 
In addition, the definition of homicide must be refuted, which is 
also impossible, if the judiciary is incapable of a counter-defini- 
tion. Consequently, the judiciary can only be convinced of the 
innocence of John Doe and co. through arbitrariness and faith. 
Both means lie outside the realm of science and logic. The for- 
mer is usually used by conspiracy theorists, the latter by theolo- 
gians. I wasn't aware, that the judiciary had recently joined 
them. What was that about the laws of logic and science, that 
every judge has to abide by? 
CAUTION: 
Incidentally, someone from the current federal government of 
germany, also known as the Nigerian bog/shithouse specialist, 
who actually claims, that there are cities and countries, that are 
100,000 km apart, is stupid. You may forgive me, for not being 
up to date with the colonization of alien planets, but one can ex- 
plain the foolish total intellectual failures either by the excessive 
consumption of the television series Starship Enterprise — The 
original series or by a lack of knowledge of Isaac Newton's rate 
of fall (gravity), which makes the colonization of alien planets 
impossible. 
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If any scientist or the mainstream have the opinion, that the abo- 
ve opinion is wrong, then this is irrelevant for its correctness, 
because one should have already established in the first state 
exam, that opinions are value judgments and therefore cannot be 
proven. In this respect, the bogus arguments: ad verecundiam, 
ad populum and consensus gentium also represent opinions, that 
are not suitable for proof. 

Note: Every statement, that is not a value judgment is potential- 
ly accessible to proof/refutation, regardless of the abilities of the 
person making the claim. The statement, that I am a danger due 
to a positive PCR is open to proof. The onus for this lies with 
the claimant (health authority, court). I also wonder, how they 
want to construct an irrationality for me. If the government does 
not have to justify a definition (legal norm), this obligation does 
not apply to the critic of this either. 

The only obligation is to refute its legal ineffectiveness. Conse- 
quently, the legal questions raised by this analysis of the politi- 
cal shit in the years 2020 - 2023, which require clarification and 
can be abstracted, have been answered and the fact-resistant 
left-green mainstream is thus deprived of any counter-argumen- 
tation. 

The left-green mainstream should urgently consider, what it 
wants to pursue in future: legal science or legal hocus-pocus? In 
the case of legal conception, I recommend a religious communi- 


ty. 


,,Si quis me convincere mihique ostendere potest, me 
non recte aggere aut opinare laeto animo ad melio- 
rem frugem redeo. Veritatem enim sector, a qua 
nemo unquam laesus est; laeditur autem, qui in erro- 
re suo et ignoratia persistit. ‘°° 


325 If someone can show me convincingly that I am not judging or procee- 
ding correctly, I will gladly do otherwise. After all, I only seek the truth, 
the truth that has never harmed anyone. But he will be harmed who per- 
sists in his error and ignorance. Sixth book, 21. Latin text by: Johannes 
Matthias Schlutz (1771-1849) SUAVIS VERLAG, Essen, ISBN: 978- 
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Errare humanum est, sed in errare perserverare stultissimum 
326 
est. 


2™ Legal Opinion: 

Upper sentence: It is to be examined, whether John Doe, Jane 
Doe, George Doe, Brandon Doe, Joe Doe, Jane Doe, Elvira Doe 
and Suzanne Doe are guilty of murder by their vaccination re- 
commendation or de facto compulsory vaccination by 3 G and 2 
G regulation in the years 2021 and 2022. 

Definition: Homicide is the violent active/passive termination 
of the life of a mammal for the satisfaction of lust or personal 
gain. A killing offense occurs, when the death of a mammal is 
caused by an act or action of an individual, group or employee 
of an authority. 


Subsumption: Since the documentation of the scientific service 


1542847469. 

326 To err is human, but to persist in one's error is stubborn stupidity. 

327 Negligent homicide is the failure to prevent the possible termination of a 
person's life. (Violation of maintenance intervals for motor vehicles, tat- 
tooing with contaminated needles, e.g. due to forgetfulness). 

328 Advantage is the preference/prioritization of a person in relation to the 

person concerned. 
Person A (+1) = advantage — Person B (0) = no! loss. Person B therefore 
has no loss, but a disadvantage. Also possible: Person A (0) = advantage 
— Person B (-1) = no advantage, but a loss. Person has no gain, but an 
advantage. Firstly, this is always interrelated and secondly, a negative sign 
is not possible for immaterial values. Either you have a love relationship 
or you don't. 
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of the Bundestag WD 9 — 3000 — 081/22*” clearly shows, that 
the vaccination was the cause of death in 120 people in Germa- 
ny and in 17,000 people in the USA, a low mortality rate due to 
the vaccination can be legally proven. The coronavirus vaccina- 
tion is fatal. It is now a homicide by definition. The objective 
and subjective conditions of criminal liability under Section 211 
must be examined in accordance with its new definition under 
point 2. The objective condition of criminal liability (active, 
passive, violent termination of the life of a mammal) is present. 
Passive by commissioning vaccinators, violent by violating bo- 
dily integrity by fraudulently obtaining voluntary consent by 
concealing the low but nonetheless factual mortality. 

A doctor, a minister, a politician or a celebrity, who conceals or 
plays down the minor but nevertheless possible fatal conse- 
quences of a medicamentum or a vaccination is a murderer, if 
the patient dies. He is guilty of intentional bodily harm in the 
case of non-fatal, long-term damage to health. The subjective 
condition of criminal liability is also present due to a personal 


329 The safety of COVID-19 vaccines is considered to be very high almost 
two years after the first vaccine was approved. The Centers for Disease Con- 
trol and Prevention - an organization that provides scientific data for health 
protection to the US Department of Health and Human Services - states that 
17,749 deaths (0.0027 percent) have been reported in the US out of 655 milli- 
on vaccinations. 2022 states that in Germany, 3,023 deaths (0.0016 percent) 
from 182,717,880 vaccinations had a temporal connection to the vaccination. 
A causal link was established in 120 cases. Disclaimer: The Research Ser- 
vices of the German Bundestag support the members of the German Bundes- 
tag in their mandate-related activities. Their work does not reflect the opinion 
of the German Bundestag, any of its bodies or the Bundestag administration. 
Rather, they are the professional responsibility of the authors and the depart- 
ment heads. Papers produced by the Research Services only reflect the cur- 
rent status at the time the text was written and are individually commissioned 
work for a Member of the Bundestag. The work may contain information that 
is subject to the Bundestag's secrecy regulations, protected information or 
other information that is not suitable for publication. Any intended disclosure 
or publication must be notified to the relevant department in advance and is 
only permitted if the source is cited. The department will advise on the issues 
to be considered. 
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advantage (preservation of political power, consumption of or- 
dered vaccine doses in the billions, saving face and public repu- 
tation, high cash and non-cash benefits) of the persons named in 
the upper sentence. It is undisputed that political office always 
represents a personal advantage. In addition, the proven, extre- 
mely low vaccination effect should be pointed out. 

Conclusion: John Doe, Jane Doe, George Doe, Brandon Doe, 
Joe Doe, Jane Doe, Elvira Doe and Suzanne Doe are guilty of at 
least 120 counts of murder. 


Due to the burden of proof from § 185-192: 
Refutation of the definition of § 211 StGB under point 2: 


A murderer is someone who murders out of lust for 
murder (genitive construction = lust to murder, lust 
to murder, murder. Derived from the Latin gerundi- 
um), for the satisfaction of sexual desire, for greed 
or otherwise for base motives, insidiously or cruelly 
or by means dangerous to the public or to facilitate 
or conceal another criminal offense, kills a person. 


This is another circular definition, because the same term ap- 
pears in the definition as in the term (idem per idem). In additi- 
on, the verb to kill can be replaced by to murder. This is impos- 
sible in Latin. Definition of § 211 ergo refuted. Furthermore, the 
definition of § 211 permits the murder of animals in general. 
(Circular definition is the explanation of a term with the same 
term or its opposite. Topological: Jf the set Definition (genitivus 
explicativus) is to explain the set Term, the set Definition must 
not contain any element of the set Term - self-explanatory. 

Murder: the violent, active/passive termination of the life of a 
mammal for the satisfaction of pleasure or personal gain. 


Proof see definition theory. 
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Furthermore, it is not at all clear who decides when a coun- 
ter-definition is correct. The entire judiciary and legislature have 
no idea about this. They simply did not expect anyone to be able 
to counter-define and therefore did not consider it necessary to 
regulate this. However, this is also due to the legislator's authori- 
ty to set standards, which would normally be obliged to examine 
its standards if it were competent. Which, by the way, is only 
possible if a counter-definition is shown. John Doe, Jane 
Doe, George Doe, Brandon Doe, Joe Doe, Jane Doe, Elvira Doe, 
Suzanne Doe, Beth Doe, James Doe, Tim Doe, Jack Doe are 
murderers and the biggest criminals in Germany. And premedita- 
tion plays no role at all in murder, because how do you want to 
justify that? Perhaps premeditation could have played a role in 
the definition of § 211, but this is irrelevant as it has already 
been refuted. Moreover, it is an interpretation that is neither set 
out in writing in § 211 nor within my definition. If I establish a 
definition, I may in principle do so as I wish, provided it is sub- 
ject to scientific rigor. Intent (voluntas, not dolus) is an arbitrary 
interpretation and therefore unscientific. If I exclude premedita- 
tion in my definition of murder, that is so. Whereby dolus even- 
tualis is sufficient if premeditation played a role. 


In Germany, judges cannot correct a law; only the legislator, na- 
mely the ruling coalition or party, can do this. However, there is 
one exception if the law was passed before 1949, the first sessi- 
on of the Bundestag. The Definition of murder can therfore be 
changed by every judge. 


330 Terrorism is the implementation of political goals through violent actions, 
that seriously disrupt or attempt to bring public order to a standstill. 
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My definitions/statements/calculations have no legal force, be- 
cause the majority are incapable of scientific proof techniques 
(predicate logic, argumentation theory...). I cannot prove any- 
thing to Minister X, because he is simply too stupid. 

However, these proof techniques are the only way to check the 
truth of statements and are only taught in philosophy and mathe- 
matics. This leaves only the casting of laws, which is ruled out 
by the logic-impaired in the Bundestag. Thus, arbitrariness will 
continue to accompany the administration of justice, because 
judges are free in Germany, which means, that these should be 
in the law, if they are to be effective. So you can't prove to the 
locksmith, that the world isn't coming to an end, because he 
can't decide whether Mister X is right or I am. And so he choo- 
ses to his disadvantage. And doctors and virologists can't prove 
anything, because the relevant proof techniques are not taught in 
their respective fields. Otherwise, nothing will change, because 
in order to understand the formation of definitions (intellegere), 
a study of Latin, mathematics and philosophy is fundamental; in 
order to understand the content of definitions, universal know- 
ledge of the natural sciences and humanities is obligatory. 
Unfortunately, there is only a rudimentary knowledge of both in 
the Bundestag, which would have to pass the corresponding 
laws, and in the population, which would have to elect such a 
Bundestag. That's what I call a prison of ignorance. 

And as long as neither an argument (proof) has been refuted nor 
an argumentative fallacy demonstrated, I consider my definiti- 
ons to be infallible. It is up to the individual to do this. 
Furthermore, contrary to the economy, you have no personal re- 
course against a judge, because in the economy you are dismis- 
sed, if you make a wrong decision, but the judge remains in of- 
fice! You only have the right of appeal or revision against a jud- 
ge's wrong decisions, even if they are logically wrong, up to the 
Federal Constitutional Court if necessary. And 99.9% of crimi- 
nal complaints against a judge come to nothing. 
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V.I 

If the right to life is interpreted as the protection of life (whereby 
here an accusative is present and another time a genitive), be- 
cause the right to life makes no logical sense, then the freedom 
of the person is inviolable and cannot be restricted by a law, be- 
cause otherwise the freedom of the person would not be inviola- 
ble. Ergo, in the former case, the freedom of the person would 
be inviolable for the same illogical reason (Argumentum ad ab- 
surdum). 


V.IV 
§ 339 Infringement of the law : 


A judge, another public official or an arbitrator 
who, in the course of conducting or deciding a case 
in favor of or to the detriment of a party, is guilty of 
a violation of the law is liable to a custodial senten- 
ce of one to five years. 


This is a circular definition in the sense of legal philosophy, be- 
cause the set of the definition already contains the set of the 
term. Thus, the definition of the violation of the law is refuted, 
legally ineffective and therefore jurisprudential nonsense. 


VV 


331 An infringement of the law is the refusal or non-application of a hig- 
her-ranking body of law or a federal law to the advantage or disadvantage 
of the accused or defendant. 

332 An insult is the negative, public portrayal of a person through defamatory 
statements. 
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§192 and §192a thus legally ineffective, as refuted. 


V.VI 
Statutory law is dictatorial law. 


V.VII 

Ius fundamentalis iudicat libere doctrinam, pervestigationem- 
que disciplinam. Iure defensio stipulatur cuique, qui disquirit 
scientifice, libertam ab limitatione politica. Obiectum libertatis 
huius sunt processus, qui proprietate legum doctrinae nitunt et 
modis gestionisque descionibus in patefaciendo cognitiones, in- 
terpretatione earumque traditus. 

Protectio legitima fundamentalis etiam circumplectit opiniones 
minoritatis, sicut coptus pervestigationisque eventus, quae fal- 
soque mendose apparet. Praeponitur autem, ut doctrina esset; 
subsunt omnia, quae in contentionemque formam conatus serius 
videtur, ut veritas exploretur °° 

Quis in relatione alium autumat vel vulgat factum, quod idone- 
um est eundem despecte faci vel in oppinionem vulgi depretiari, 
si hoc factum non esset verus aperte, multatur cum ergastulo us- 
que annum unum vel cum pecunia, atque, si hoc factum intra 
conventus vel vulgando litterarum publice perfectussit, cum er- 
gastulo usque annos duos vel cum pecunia. Ex praemissione I et 
IT nunc sequit, quod non dicenda esset male de approbatione 
Dei, antequam haec refutaretur, quia assertio indonea est perso- 
nam meam in oppinionem vulgi depretiare; nempe idiotam, 
mentientem, fatuum, barcalam.*™* 


Everything sounds so much better in Latin. 


Of course, everyone can guess, which persons can only be 


An allegation is generally unfounded. If the defamatory statement (e.g. 
liar, murderer) can be proven, it is no longer an allegation and is therefore 
exempt from punishment. 

333 1 BvR 484/99, BVerfGE 90,1 < 11 f. >, BVerfGE 90,1 < 12 >. 

334 § 186 StGB. 
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meant here, despite all the John and Jane Doe, because these 
people trumpet their nonsense into every camera. Therefore 
German criminal law has been tricked here, because a punisha- 
ble concretization of Jane and John Doe would only exist, if for 
example John Doe had made his homosexuality public on 
09.11.1913 at 10 o'clock at place x or y. 

The hypothetical legal question, when their real names were 
used, whether there is a devaluation here, because within the 
framework of a scientific theory, it is imperative, that a weig- 
hing up according to immanent criteria (BVerfGE) is necessary. 
According to the criteria of analytical philosophy, there is no 
devaluation, since only, because someone is perverted or incapa- 
ble of love, he is not denied the right to live - naturalistic falla- 
cy! All murderers would therefore not be entitled to live. 
However, no lawyer is in a position to make this assessment due 
to a lack of knowledge (lack of philosophy studies) - status quo. 
Because my theory can prove, that...This is not possible with 
emanent criteria. 

However, judgments in favor of freedom of speech are always 
only individual cases, as is also the case with this publication. 
Therefore quoting with a real name may again require justificati- 
on in individual cases. That's, what I call a banana republic! 


According to Karl Popper, if nobody refutes this, there is no evi- 
dence for the existence of transexual, homosexual or lesbian 
persons. As I am saying: everybody is free to refute. 

If you don't, that means, that you ignore my refutation, that 
means in turn, you are a pseudoscientist and I don't take part in 
an irrational discursus. 


335 A “banana republic” exists when the judiciary attempts to undermine the 
intrinsic criteria of scientific truth by legal means. 
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VI 
PHILOSOPHICAL MATTERS 
THEOREMA IV 


,,Contrary to the categorical impe- 
rative, you can drive as many Fer- 
raris as you like in my state, if eve- 
ryone has a roof over their head 
and enough to eat. “ 


VII 
,, You can't change anything about your death; you can change 
everything about your exuberant stupidity. “ 


VII 
,1 am not scourged by death; you are all the more so“ 


VIII 
wf I had followed the crowd, I wouldn't have studied philo- 
sophy. “°° 


VLIV 
,, Lhe wealth of goods corrupts the soul, if it is not balanced by 
the awareness, that possession is only a loan from the gods ‘°°’ 


VI.V 
, Anyone, who has the meaning, that mathematicians have to ve- 
rify their results, should have their mental state examined. “ 


VLVI 
Lf the proof is not accessible to all people, due to a lower or 
different level of knowledge, then the refutation takes its place. “ 


VLVII 
,, Lhe right to say and print, what we think is the right of every 
free man, which could not be taken from him without exercising 
the most odious tyranny. This prerogative is ours by right; and it 
would be abominable, that those with whom sovereignty rests, 
should not be allowed to express their opinions in writing. “°** 
Of course, Voltaire must be viewed in a historical context. 
The whole thing goes back a long way. I would even say, that I 
would abolish freedom of opinion completely and replace it with 
freedom of proof. Because with freedom of opinion there is al- 
336 Chrysippos von Soloi (281 v.Chr. - 208 v.Chr.). 


337 Kleanthes von Assos (331 v.Chr. - 232 v.Chr.). 
338 Voltaire. 
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ways the possibility of contradiction, but not with proof. Even if 
you think it's stupid, that 1 + 1 = 2 and that's why you don't have 
enough money in your account, you still have to face the facts. 
That's why I always find freedom of opinion somewhat unsatis- 
factory. I would therefore prefer freedom of proof. 


Quod approbari potest, non debet timeri.**” 


VI.VIII 
,, Epistulae tuae amoris in corde semper habebo. ‘**° 


VIIX 


, Genderare idiotis est!‘ 


VIX 
»ld salax est, linguam dicere, quo plurimi hominum 
deficiunt. ‘°” 


VLXI 
,, Quicumque vos in hoc mundo fabricatis, simpliciter est rudicu- 
lata merda!‘°** 


VLXII 
,1n communitate brutorum officium docto non est. 
Yes, if the mainstream has no specialist knowledge, then even 
the smartest head can never change anything. Because they don't 
understand him. If the general theory of relativity had reached 
the head of the non-specialist, then he would recognize the non- 
sense. 


66344 


339 What can be proven need not be feared. 

340 I will carry your love letters in my heart forever. 

341 Gendering is for idiots, bcause argumentum ad misericordiam! 
342 It's cool to speak a language that most people fail at. 

343 Everything you fabricate in this world is just bullshit! 

344 In a community of stupidity, there is no place for the educated. 
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VLXIII 

,, Lhe stupid have the right to be determined by others.’ 
That must be in any other way. Because if someone can't decide 
whether it makes sense to build this ringroad, they have to give 
up that decision. But then they can't complain afterwards that 
they gave it up. In the first version of this book, readers com- 
plained, that you need Latin to do this, althoug it was already 
mentioned on the blurb. 

How stupid do you have to be? About fifteen years ago I was 
once offered a retraining course and about 30 percent of all fu- 
ture retrainees had to attend the preparatory course, to learn ad- 
dition and subtraction again, along with grammar and spelling. 
Nothing surprises me anymore. 


5) 


VIXIV 

“One day we will all meet our creator. It's just too bad that for 
most people, their supposed paradise will become their greatest 
hell.” 

It should be noted here, that there is no hell. Everyone creates 
their own hell through their own behavior. The same thing 
awaits us all after death. Those, who can't deal with it, have their 
own hell. Those, who cannot adapt their demands, their persona- 
lity to the existing environment creates the greatest suffering for 
himself. Stoicism! 


VILXV 

»,Modernum advertere ad beneficentiam indulgentia saeculi vi- 
cesimi primi est. “°° 

My dear Martin Luther! With them, even the Reformation is fu- 
cked! You don't change anything in the world's suffering by sa- 
ving a few people for your own self-esteem and always at 
Christmas time. Do you really still believe that you can make up 
for your badness with supposedly “good” deeds? If corrupt poli- 
ticians rule in Africa, then you won't change anything, because 


345 Modern do-gooderism is the indulgence trade of the 21st century! 
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Africa's poverty is also caused by the high birth rate and since 
space on earth is physically limited, they simply can't go on like 
this, and if they do, these children will definitely die. 
Unfortunately, we don't have the space to provide all these peo- 
ple with food. And you can argue all you want; it's just not ma- 
thematically possible. Fact! You shouldn't get animals from the 
pet shop, you should let them die. Because this ends the suffe- 
ring in the long term. These animals are now condemned to 
death. Are they all animal rights activists or murderers? 


VLXVI 

,, With your vote you have legitimized crimes against humanity.” 
Yikes! Because, if you vote for politicians even though you 
know, that nothing will change, you are the ones to blame, not 
the politicians. If you vote for this bunch, that is causing wars all 
over the world and supplying weapons, bribing someone here 
and there, dismantling the health system, then you are to blame 
for your own misfortune. 


VI.XVII 
“Dear Mr. Pope! Is Adolf Hitler in paradise?” 
Every answer here is wrong. Because if, on the one hand, para- 
dise is open to everyone, regardless of their deeds, I definitely 
don't want it. 
I'd rather die, than have to talk to a mass murderer on a cloud. 
And if, on the other hand, it is not, namely that it is dependent 
on the deeds during one's lifetime, then certain rules apply, that 
definitely only very few people would fulfill at the moment. 
Have fun, dear church, maneuvering your way out of this check- 
mate. 


VIXVIT 
,Lrony is the last resort of helplessness.’ 
Those, who are incapable of stopping their physical decline, 
have nothing left, but irony. Those, who are able to do so, do not 


J 
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seize the irony. Incidentally, it has something to do with know- 
ledge. 


VILXIX 
“In a creative world, only the stupid get bored.” 
But they shouldn't complain, if television becomes increasingly 
stupid. Anyone who quietly pampers their audience, should not 
be surprised, if this process expands downwards. In doing so, he 
disproves himself, because through this immense stupefaction 
he himself ensures, that unfortunately the stupefied will at some 
point no longer understand anything 


VILXX 

“Stupidus est liguam cum lingua mensurare. 
General theory of relativity! Because how do you want to make 
objective statements about one reference system through an- 
other? You cannot understand Latin, English... by translating 
them into the respective national language. But through the 
“use” of native speakers and the relation of the terms to each 
other. 


66346 


VLXXI 
,, Qui stercum docit se ne miret stercum multiplicare. 
If you don't know anything yourself, you can't impart knowled- 


ge. 
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VI.XXII 
“If I were to express my opinion about politicians I would pro- 
bably be a permanent guest in the dock.” 
A skillful attack without being able to be prosecuted for it. 


VIXXIII 
“You can't catch a rabbit with an ox.” 


346 It is stupid to measure language with language. 
347 If you teach shit, you shouldn't be surprised when the shit multiplies. 
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Before you have set your scientific apparatus in motion, the 
knowledge has long since hobbled away. A cumbersome appara- 
tus, that first has to check everything against scientific stan- 
dards, has long since left the truth behind. 


VLXXIV 
,, Social behavior means preventing the burden on the general 
public to the greatest possible extent by exhausting all personal 
possibilities. “ 
And not to lie down in the social, health and scientific ham- 
mock. Those who hand over responsibility should not be annoy- 
ed by mistakes made by the person in charge. 


VILXXV 
“Every people gets the government it deserves.’ 
Improbe Neptunum accusat, qui iterum naufragium facit“ 
Because if I myself have no idea, what is right, how can I judge 
the politician's knowledge? 
If I am not able to govern myself, how can I judge whether the 
politician can? 
As it sounds into the forest, so it sounds back again. 
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VI.XXVI 
»,Mihi nomen Marco Supero sit, me ipsum die quoque battue- 
66349 
rem. 


So much for the Bavarian Ludwig XVI. 


VLXXVII 
“Anyone who knows, that they will give birth to a disabled child 
is a bad person, because how dare you expect the child to live 
such a life.” 
A purely selfish act. Having a child at any price that then has to 
suffer? Yikes! 


348 The one who impudently accuses Neptune, who repeatedly suffers ship- 
wreck. 
349 If my name was..., I would smack myself every day. 
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VI.XXVIII 
“Tam a gourmet of cynicism.” 


VLXXIX 
» The fact that stupid people think their stupidity is funny, is re- 
ally pathetic.” 
I would be ashamed to make such statements in public, like all 
those Instagram dolls and wannabe celebrities. I myself would 
sink to the ground in shame at the stupidity coming out of their 
mouths. 


VI.XXX 
,,Dogs and Philosophers doing great good, but get the fewest 
rewards “°° 


VILXXXI 
“Thinking is a highly energetic process. That is why the level of 
most bodies in social and political life, is so frighteningly low.“ 


VI.XXXII 
,, Lhe fact, that politicians around the world have shat in their 
pants so often in the last three years has led to a renewed eco- 
nomic upswing in child labor in the textile factories of Cambo- 
dia and Bangladesh. Unfortunately, like stupidity, "shitting in 
your pants" is highly infectious.” 
Spreading panic won't make things any better and it is evident, 
that the lockdowns have had no effect. After all, you can't stop a 
cold virus. And anyone, who sticks to measures, that don't work 
and still expects a different result, is what Einstein called a mad- 
man. Never in my life have I seen politicians so completely 
overwhelmed and helpless. If it didn't cause such immense da- 
mage, it would almost be hilarious. 
"We don't know what to do, because we have no experience." 
Unmistakable proof of the unsuitability of empiricism! Anyone 


350 Diogenes von Sinope. 
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who does not know, when rationalism is preferable to empiri- 
cism and vice versa should never be in a responsible position. 


VIXXXHI 

, Bourgeoisie must be rejected under all circumstances. “ 
VILXXXIV 

,, Lhe depth of love is the breeding ground of freedom. “ 


VILXXXV 
“Dependencies are the death of objectivity.” 
A doctor paid by the pharmaceutical industry will rarely advise 
you against a drug, because he earns money from it. I wouldn't 
not do that either. And it's the same with everything: every poli- 
tician tells you, what you want to hear, otherwise they won't get 
elected. 
Because, if world peace costs each individual 5000 euros a 
month, that's the way it is. If you can't afford that, there wil be 
no peace. A fitness trainer will talk you his gym, so that you go 
to it and not to the competition. 
A scientist, paid by the pharmaceutical industry, will not bite the 
hand, that feeds him. That's why there is no truth, because of 
your dependecies. 


VI.XXXVI 


,, Discordia finienda est. “**' 


VIXXXVII 
»A free decision is the result of an action, that does not entail 
disadvantages of any kind for the person acting. “ 


VI.XXXVITII 
“What if a disabled child lived forever?” 
Further proof of your incompetence. Researching eternal life 


351 Disunity must be ended. 
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and no cure for disabilities. Brave new world. And the child then 
lives forever with a disability and is happy, that his parents have 
made such a very wise decision. 

What do you think the child would say, if, because of their disa- 
bility, they could never play soccer, ride a bike, read or have a 
family? What would the child say? “Great life? Yay?” 


VLXXXIX 
Lf human proximity is forbidden, then we are beyond Eden.’ 
All politicians and hysterics should ask themselves, what kind of 
nonsense they are spouting and what inhumanity they are 
causing with their measures. You are welcome to isolate yoursel- 
ves for the next 1000 years; I won't! 
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VLXL 
,,Nam quod in iuventute non discitur, in matura impense disce- 
tun 


VLXLI 
, Nosce te ipsum! ‘°* 


VI.XLII 
,, Mathematical pedantry: I love it!” 
An unbeatable combination with philosophy. 


VLXLII 

“The whole world is a mathematical equation. If you act cor- 
rectly, your account remains balanced.” 

You can't balance negative things. This is not about acting mo- 
rally good, but right. And it can also be right to send soldiers 
into war, so they will lost their lives. But when I look at our po- 
liticians, they are soft even for that. Making unpopular decisi- 
ons, is probably no longer the order of the day. Instead of sacri- 


352 Denn was in der Jugend nicht gelernt wird, wird im Alter teuer. 
353 Erkenne dich selbst. 
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ficing a few, they prefer to let everyone die. 


VI.XLIV 
,,How sad life must be, if you had the certainty, that everything 
is over after death? “ 


VI.XLV 


,,_Invidia agnitus malivolorum est. “*** 


VILXLVI 
,,Arbitratus rei publicae non serviam ad exitum!‘°°> 

VI.XLVII 
,, Lhe task of politics is to lay the foundations for the implemen- 
tation of a philosophical system.” 
And not just mere administration. Democracy is not a philo- 
sophical system. A philosophical system is, for example, Stoi- 
cism, Cynicism, Platonism, Scholasticism etc. 


VLXLVITI 

,,Unus quisque obsecundanter facultates et indigentias suas 
sponte laboret et peredit. “**° 

Zeno of Kition (333-262 BC) was the founder of the Stoa. 

And founded anarchism with this sentence. He argued, that man 
is by nature a rational being, who is in principle able to live wi- 
thout domination.**’ Which he is right about. If everyone is intel- 
ligent (understanding, insightful) enough to know, what to do, 
there will be no need for a state. Balance of power is a term 
from the cold war, but it's spot on. If everyone only knows so 


354 Envy is the recognition of the dissatisfied. 

355 I will never not follow an arbitrary state. 

356 Everyone should be allowed to work voluntarily according to their abili- 
ties and consume according to their needs. Zeno of Kition (333 BC - 262 
BC). 

357 https://de.m.wikipedia.org/wiki/Vorlaéufer_des_Anarchismus 
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much, that they can no longer be fooled by anyone, there is no 
fraud. That's a thing of the past. Loud calls for the state is use- 
less here, because nowadays almost anyone in Germany can stu- 
dy for nothing at the Fernuni Hagen**’. Id faciendum est!? 

It is true, that anarchism is rooted in the stoicism of Zeno. But 
the crux of the matter lies in reason. We must not forget, that all 
the political utopias and theories, that accompany us today, ori- 
ginated in the 18th and 19th centuries. There was no women's 
suffrage back then, cholera and plague were still omnipresent, 
and at that time there was a predatory capitalism. All philosophi- 
cal state structures are based on ratio. 

Unfortunately, there are people, who refuse to accept reason, be- 
cause everyone has a different idea of it, as it is also undefined. 
The fact is: In anarchism there is no state, so no one, who regu- 
lates anything. So the individual has to know it himself. And he 
can only do this, if he has been fully given this knowledge and is 
also able to choose the right one out of nine opinions from eight 
doctors. Only then can we open ourselves to the idea of anar- 
chism, because there is no money either, because with money 
you rule over something/someone. It would then work like this: 
Everyone, who wants to drive an S-Class orders one from Mer- 
cedes. And if they still have some in the yard, you can take one 
with you. The same goes for rolls, liver sausage, clothing. The 
reason of the individual takes on great importance here, because 
only with reason can anarchism be implemented. Education is 
needed for this and those, who refuse it, must not have any posi- 
tive effect from it, which means, that education/knowledge must 
be rewarded, ideally with the right to vote or, to a lesser extent, 
with a free university place, job or scholarship, if the school lea- 
ving certificate is of a suitable average. Only then does anar- 
chism work! 

Absolute anarchism organizes itself through its ratio. If someone 


358 Distance learning university is a German institution, where you can study 
from home and over the Internet. The Fernuniversitat has 70,000 students 
and is located near Cologne. 

359 You have to do that! 
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is a locksmith out there, he will repair a broken railing, that he 
has discovered on his own and without being commissioned. 
You can organize that, of course, but in absolute anarchism there 
is no standard eight-hour working day: you work according to 
necessity. If there is nothing to repair, you may have three weeks 
off and still maintain your standard of living (S-class), or you 
can help with the potato harvest. But you cannot have the locks- 
mith develop a vaccine, but you can get the virologist or the mu- 
sician to help with the potato harvest, if there is nothing to do. A 
good example is the Ming Vase: You cannot exchange the Ming 
Vase for something more valuable, because there is no shortage. 
If you want an S Class, go to Stuttgart and take one with you, if 
you want rolls, go to the baker and get them for free. And you 
couldn't even exchange 1000 rolls, because anyone can get 1000 
rolls from the baker themselves. There is no shortage, neither of 
necessities nor of luxury goods. Incidentally, Zeno of Citium 
and Diogenes of Sinope were Plato's greatest critics. 


I am not free and I can only choose 
Which thieves steal from me, which murderers command me 
I have bled to death a thousand times and they have forgotten 
me 
I have starved to death a thousand times and they have been 
stuffed. 
In the south, in the east, in the west, in the north 
It is the same people everywhere who murder us 
In every city and in every country 
Write the slogan on every wall 
Write the slogan on every wall 
No power for anyone 
No power for anyone 


Let's tear down the walls that separate us 


Come together, people, get to know each other 
You are no better than the person next to you 
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No one has the right to rule people"? 


You can already see here, that all these self-proclaimed "anar- 
chists" of the squatters and left-wing autonomous scene have ab- 
solutely no idea, what anarchism means in the political sense. 
Moreover, to govern is a Latin verb (regere) and means to direct, 
to lead. And of course that is allowed. Rio Reiser wanted to 
achieve the same thing with his text, but criticizes others for 
doing so. But if you're constantly foggy from the grass in your 
head... 

I know, that R. Reiser means suppress here, but if he can't rhyme 
with suppress or its synonyms, he should leave it alone. Working 
class poetry, after all. 

Here, of course, you have to see, that no exercise of power is an 
absolute must. Anarchism is a form of society, that is completely 
free of domination, in which no one rules over anyone. This 
means that no one has the right to tell anyone, what to do. As 
mentioned before, this requires extensive knowledge. As soon as 
you use a state for this, like Karl Marx, there is a great danger of 
totalitarianism. Anarchism is therefore based on voluntariness. 
The individual must voluntarily acquire this knowledge, because 
there are no authorities in anarchism. 

And I can already hear you shouting: That won't work, because 
then this person wants something, and this person and that per- 
son... 

I know all that. It's not about putting it into practice straight 
away, but rather about a plan first. Although I'm not a fan of 
state measures, you could still, for example, certain trade or aca- 
demic training courses are free of charge for those with excellent 
grades: Grade A means, that every course is free (including 
board and lodging) and the university can be chosen freely, with 
a grade B, for example, university is mandatory, etc. There are 
definitely possibilities here. 


360 Copyright: Ton Steine Scherben “Keine Macht fiir niemand.”, 1972, T: 
Rio Reiser, M: R.P.S. Lanrue. 
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“But that leaves the door wide open to arbitrariness, because 
who decides, what knowledge is important?” 

That is correct and unfortunately cannot be avoided in systems, 
that want to increase the public’s intellectuality with coercive 
measures. Anyone, who has no idea about scientific standards 
(e.g. locksmiths, retail salespeople, lawyers...) cannot of course 
judge that. 

In systems, in which the distribution and exercise of power is 
based on trust and belief, the powerless can only counter this 
with knowledge, whereby the powerless then becomes more 
powerful and sees through the mistakes of politicians and they 
are no longer elected, because the "powerless" becomes power- 
ful through knowledge and can govern himself. 

As Godwin has already said, the supporters of the state are the 
ignorant and weak. This means, that I have to make them know- 
ledgeable and strong in order to prevent state structures or to 
make them unnecessary. But that doesn't work, if the ignorant 
and weak don't want to know, because they don't know, that they 
are ignorant and weak, because they are ignorant and weak. Cir- 
cular argumentation! 

So I need the right to choose education. This means, that only 
those with a high school average of grade B/C can have the 
right to vote. 

Because the restriction of everyone's freedom by the stupidity 
of the majority results in the terrorism of the educated (RAF), 
and the stupidity of the majority results in the terrorism of the 
mob (suicide assassins). 

Doctus versus Brutus and vice versa! 

“For every human being is a genius who, through hard work 
and will, is fundamentally capable of becoming his own state 
(genius abbreviation for ingenium: talent, ingenuity).” 

With the proviso, that mental illness is excluded. 


| , Does it follow from this that I reject all authority? 
That thought is far from my mind. If it is a question 


29] 


of boots, I appeal to the authority of the shoemaker; 
if it is a question of a house, a canal, or a railroad, I 
consult the authority of the architect or the engineer. 
But I do not recognize any infallible authority, even 
in very special matters; consequently, whatever re- 
spect I may have for the honesty and sincerity of a 
person, I place no unconditional faith in anyone. 
Such faith would be fatal to my reason, my freedom 
and the success of my business; it would at once 
turn me into a stupid slave and a tool of the will and 
interests of others. If I bow to the authority of spe- 
cialists and am prepared to follow their indications 
and even their guidance to a certain extent and as 
long as it seems necessary to me, I do so because 
this authority is not imposed on me by anyone, not 
by men and not by God. I bow to the authority of 
specialists because it is imposed on me by my own 
reason. I am aware that I can embrace only a very 
small part of human science in all its details and po- 
sitive developments. The greatest intelligence is not 
sufficient to encompass everything. Hence the neces- 
sity, for science as for industry, of division of labor 
and union. I receive and I give, such is human life. 
Everyone is alternately the guiding authority or the 
guided. There is therefore no constant and fixed aut- 
hority, but a constant alternation of mutual authority 
and subordination, which is temporary and above 
all voluntary. "{sic].*°' 


Contrary to all the post-structuralists, Bakunin does not reject 
logic, but sees it as a natural authority against which one cannot 
defend oneself. Because I cannot simply claim ex falso quodli- 
bet, that Sylvia Doe is a woman, if I have no definition and, se- 


361 Michael Bakunin — God and the state, 1970, Dover Publications. ISBN: 
978048622483 1. 
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condly, this definition is based on the idea of stupid people, who 
demonstrably have no idea whatsoever about medicine, neuros- 
cience, etc. I firmly reject this nonsense. The problem lies in the 
complexity of today's science. In the meantime, science and po- 
litics have developed such an overflowing technical terminology 
that it is no longer comprehensible to anyone outside the field, 
whether a genius or not, without studying the individual fields. 
This is why the powerlessness of the individual is increasing and 
therefore also his prison. Minimizing this is the task of modern 
anarchism. 


But if I haven't used my brain for the last thirty years, then... 
And now, my dear Mr. Richard David Precht*”, I'll explain the 
thing about the grades to you: 

Whether it's capitalism or et alia: every economic system exerts 
coercion by reducing needs. Therefore, from an anarchist and li- 
bertarian point of view, every economic system is to be rejected 
because: 


This results in the following fundamental right: ,,Everyone has 
the right to free basic food and privacy. ’*™ 

Accordingly, there is no alternative to anarchism and the free 
availability of the corresponding goods in basic services. Becau- 
se coercion is the opposite of freedom, because the anarchist ju- 
stification is completely lacking, why land acquired illegally 


362 German Philosopher with PhD grade. He is constantly on the bestseller 
lists and in german TV shows. 

363 Exploitation is the compulsion to acquire goods to sustain life. 

364 Because why should I pay for my life support? What are the capitalists 
actually getting away with? What is the basis for this nonsense? This 
compulsion is the problem, because it means I cannot act freely, but am 
always driven to make decisions that do not restrict my livelihood. 
Abolish it! 
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(through wars), for example in ancient times, is still considered 
legally acquired today and the resulting wealth of goods is not 
distributed in society? I hereby demand an explanation. 

We finance the free basic services with the alms tax (Sadaqa)*” 
from the Koran. 

It's practically very simple: you receive a customer card from 
your trusted supermarket, for which you have to register with 
your ID card. You can then buy your basic foodstuffs (house 
brands) in all national supermarkets. Of course, you will then re- 
ceive less pay. 

Free basic food for all does not work under socialism, because 
you need a strong economy for that. No government doesn't 
work if the individual needs authorities to give direction due to 
ignorance. If all basic food is free, it is imperative to let predato- 
ry capitalism off the leash now, because the basic right costs an 
enormous amount of money. 


We kill several birds with one stone with this basic right: 

1. The market is completely unregulated, because, after all, 
basic foodstuffs are free and everyone also has a roof over their 
head (if they are able to fulfill the obligations of a rental con- 
tract). So prices are absolutely based on supply and demand, be- 
cause it is absolutely unfair, if the person, who has a good idea, 
that makes him rich is not allowed to get rich. Anyone, who wri- 
tes a good book, that everyone wants to buy must have the op- 
portunity to own more property than someone, whose books do 
not sell, because if the innovation or Excogitatio does not offer 
the corresponding prospect of remuneration, no one will take on 
the effort and hurdles to achieve this innovation. You can put 
1000 Ferraris in your garage. 

a We save ourselves many of the administrative costs. 
Unfortunately, there is a catch: if every nation does this, the py- 
ramid will collapse, because capitalism is a snowball or pyramid 
system. Because when unemployment falls due to necessary 


365 https://en. wikipedia.org/wiki/Sadaqah 
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needs, the savings rate falls. So there is more money in the sys- 
tem. Inflation does not necessarily have to be the result here, be- 
cause there is no justification at all for increasing prices. But the 
greed for profit of individual craftsmen or industrialists causes 
prices to rise because they also want a slice of the cake. But that 
is far too short-sighted, because wages must also rise as a result, 
which would eat up the profit again at 1:1. This is therefore a 
purely psychological effect and neither an economic nor a logi- 
cal one. This in turn means that at some point we will have to 
tap into new, cheaper markets where we can produce more 
cheaply and then sell “expensively” locally. But the same thing 
is happening there due to the West's greed for profit: we are 
creating jobs there, the savings rate is falling and purchasing 
power is rising, along with prosperity. As a result, wages are 
also rising there! So we are going round in circles, because the 
whole system will collapse at some point. If we look at the follo- 
wing chart on the next page, we can see that the states at the top 
of the pyramid are financed by the rest. This means that the 
more states there are at the top, the faster the system will collap- 
se, because if the bottom bar is less than half as long, the pyra- 
mid will tip over. Whether this is enough to cause the entire sys- 
tem to collapse is unclear. But the more countries that push to 
the top, the more volatile the pyramid becomes. The strongest 
rope in the world will break at some point if the force is great 
enough. This means that greed for profit is the greatest evil of 
all. But without it, capitalism makes no sense. The only solution 
here is the anarchism of a Zenon of Kition, because only when 
greed is defeated. 
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USA, GERMANY, FRANCE 


Image 34 
This is what it looks like. 


The squares and rectangles represent the states. Here you can 
also see that everyone is linked to everyone else. If Japan suffers 
damage, this will be passed on to us indirectly via detours. It 
works like a tsunami. And the shorter the green strip is, the more 
likely the pyramid is to tip. Now you could come up with the 
idea of wanting to intervene to correct this: That would be lear- 
ning by doing, because we don't know where we would interve- 
ne because we don't know the point of intervention in this “cy- 
cle”. This could have a devastating effect. Learning by doing if 
billions of livelihoods were affected...? 

When will this system collapse? Unfortunately, we can't say ex- 
actly when, but the more money there is in it, the faster. Unfor- 
tunately, we don't know the absorption capacity of the system! It 
could go on for another five hundred years, but it could also be 
over in fifty. 

The following can be said about just profit: The first step is to 
find out whether a profit made by an entrepreneur is justified. 
Thought experiment: 

Entrepreneur A sells vases for 10 euros each. Of this, 4 euros is 
net profit. We'll let that pass as fair. His wife is now bored and 
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wants a third child. Entrepreneur A now raises the price. 

Wrong! Exactly this must not happen, because now the price is 
no longer justified. 

The market in itself is a neutral entity, but people, i.e. emotional- 
ly charged individuals, operate in it and the market must not be 
left to them without regulation! How do we achieve this? We do 
not set the minimum wage, but rather the minimum wage to 
other prices. If entrepreneur A were to increase the price of his 
vases, the minimum wage and all other prices would automati- 
cally rise if the minimum wage were linked to the vase. Now the 
prices balance each other out and after a certain time there are 
no more price increases to increase unjustified individual capi- 
tal. It is advisable to link the minimum wage and rent to each 
other and not to commodity prices or the vase. If the minimum 
wage were linked to the end product, the result would be infinite 
deflation, leading to national bankruptcy. Linking the minimum 
wage to rents is the only option. Although this is already being 
done indirectly, because people earn considerably more in Mu- 
nich than in Dortmund. There will certainly be no getting around 
interval-dependent statistical surveys for the time being. 


Regarding your nonsense about abolishing grades: 

I am curious to see how you want to justify your argumentum 
ad verecundiam, because a training order is not created arbitrari- 
ly, but the carpenter has a field of work, whose skills he de- 
monstrates with grades. There is a difference, whether someone 
can complete a project independently or not. 

Of course I know that in school, too, it is not intelligence, that is 
assessed, but performance, because you have to put your know- 
ledge on paper within a certain time. If you sit on the toilet for 
half an hour, you could have a problem. If, for example, you had 
“24 hours” for an exam instead of 4 hours, then you would no 
longer assess performance, but rather intelligence. 

Example: 

It took me fifteen years to write this book, including research. 
About two of those years were spent writing. Of course, you 
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can't speak of achievement, but at best of intelligence*”’, because 


that is independent of time. I had no specification as to when 
this book had to be finished: the book is finished, when it is 
finished. Basta! 
Unfortunately, today even education and illness are viewed from 
an economic perspective and that is the wrong way. 
A really viable solution to the problem is not in sight here, be- 
cause as long as money is involved, costs always have to be 
taken into account. If there is no more money, there can be no fi- 
nancial damage. 
Task: Solve the problem! Time is not important. 
Now it is no longer performance, that is assessed, but the ability 
to solve problems. 
If you have to finish in | hour, your performance is assessed, not 
your ability to solve problems. It is always problematic to inter- 
vene in an existing and running system and change something. 
You have to proceed very carefully. If you want a fairer system 
than capitalism, the individual is called upon. The best state is 
no state! 

Pessima res publica — plurimae leges?"' 


VILXLIX 

"What is a community worth that is held together by laws and 
regulations?" 

Nothing! Because if you can only hold a community together 
through threats and punishments, that is a bankruptcy of your 
own argumentation. Ergo, their own arguments are too weak. 
Because, gentlemen politicians, nobody can deliberately refuse 
to accept logic. And if everyone is talking at crosspurposes be- 
cause of their own claim to power, then that is anything, but 
conducive to the cause. 


VLL 


366 intellegere: understand, realize (time is not important). 
367 The worst state has the most laws. Tacitus (58 AD - 120 AD) Roman wri- 
ter and politician. 
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"The absence of domination is the last refuge of bliss, because 
death is the last means of coercion." 

Because anyone, who legitimizes rule through coercion and not 
through understanding, the last resort is to kill. Not necessarily a 
testimony to a really well thought-out concept. Education? But 
what about those, who don't want any? 


VLLI 

,, Si intelligentem populum cupitis, suffragium eruditionis intro- 
ducatis. Hoc multa problemata spondaliter solverent. ‘°° 
Because what should we do with people, who refuse education 
and knowledge? They can't make the right choice, because they 
lack understanding due to a lack of knowledge. If I cannot un- 
derstand whether it is the right decision to build the ringroad, 
then it follows, that I will not vote for the person, who wants to 
build it. 


VLLIU 
"If you ban plastic waste here, you will create even more hunger 
and poverty in the third world." 
Because you don't have the whole thing in view. As explained at 
the beginning, if you change just one value in 1 + 1 = 2, you 
change the result. Our politicians don't seem to have this on their 


radar. If you want to increase hunger and poverty in Africa, go 
ahead. 


VLLII 
,,As long as there are nation states, you will not be able to solve 
environmental pollution, because every state has different requi- 
rements." 
Because environmental pollution does not stop at national bor- 
ders. If Poland, Hungary and others do not join in, limiting cli- 
mate change will remain an illusion. 


368 If you want to have an intelligent people, you should introduce educatio- 
nal choice. Then many problems would solve themselves. 
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VI.LIV 

"Preventing antibiotic resistance is impossible in communities 
that are designed for profit." 

That's the problem: The farmer has to feed antibiotics, of course, 
because if one cow gets sick, they all get sick within a very short 
time. Factory farming does not work without antibiotics. And 
the only way to prevent this, is to abolish this predatory capita- 
lism. But that doesn't work so easily, because abolishing factory 
farming means raising prices, which results in higher unemploy- 
ment due to lost sales. I can't imagine how the plague could be 
fought without antibiotics. Diseases such as plague, tuberculosis 
and malaria are on the march to Europe due to climate change. 


VLLV 
,,Democracy, environmental pollution, economic crisis: you will 
never be able to solve a single problem as long as there are peo- 
ple suffering from hunger." 
The fundamental problem is poverty. You first have to be able to 
afford it all. And 3" world countries can't do that. 


VI.LVI 


"War crimes? War is the crime! The world is ruled by idiots, but 
the even bigger idiots are the ones, who keep electing these 
idiots." 


VI.LVII 
"Social contact that does not result in injury is not a criminal of- 
fense/disorderly conduct." 
Mister Politician: That's wrong? 


VI.LVHI 
Mala tantum idiotis patienda sunt. ‘“°” 
Because everyone is responsible for themselves and not for 


369 Great misfortune have only be endured by idiots. 
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others. 


VILLVIX 

, Democracy is the dictatorship of the stupid. 
Proof: In Schiller's time, people knew much less than they do to- 
day, but they also didn't need to know as much, because there 
wasn't as much knowledge. This means, that in order to under- 
stand the political processes of the 18th/19th century, a know- 
ledge of fifty points was required. Only ten points were commu- 
nicated to the general public. Today, political processes are 
many times more complex, but the relatio has not changed signi- 
ficantly. Today, 500 points are needed to understand political 
processes, while only 300 points are conveyed through the edu- 
cation system. 
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VI.LX 
,,Dominus dedit, dominus abstulit; sed a vobis politicis multo 
magis abstulit. ‘°" 
Everything said. 


VLLXI 

,, What do we gain, if we save ten million lives but destroy a billi- 
on livelihoods in return?" 

Because there are limits somewhere and life is not priceless. If 
you are prepared to sacrifice your professional existence and 
your wealth for two or three more years of your grandfather's 
life, then there is nothing to be said against it. But then I don't 
want to hear anyone moaning about having to live on social wel- 
fare for the next few years. And I am having a discussion not at 
all on the basis of assumptions and conjecture! In the case of 
Corona, there is a vaccine... 


370 Friedrich Schiller. 
371 The Lord gave it, the Lord has taken it, but from you politicians he has 
taken much more. 
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VI.LXI 
,Parum bonorum longe damnificius quam nimio malorum 
66372 
est. 


VILXHI 
,, Ubi Carolus Rivus Clamorosus rex virus coronae mortuus est, 
non possit cerebellum eius inspici ob merdam rudiculatam. ‘°” 


VI.LXIV 


"Pro Fututione, pro fututione animae meae venderem."°™ 


VI. LXV 
,,Si diabolus exstabat et desponderet mihi, me posse unam noc- 
tem cum Marylin Monroe vel Jean Harlow degere pro venditio- 
ne animae meae venderem. ‘°° 


VILLXVI 
"If it's easier to reach your destination in the jungle on old, 
welltrodden paths, it would be foolish to take new ones." 


VI.LXVII 
"What distinguishes humans from animals?" 
a) the genes? 
b) creativity? 


VILLX VIII 
"Specialization is the downfall." 
Because no one can overlook the whole anymore: Every minis- 


372 Too little of a good thing is much more harmful, than too much of a bad 
thing. 

373 Once John Doe, the king of the coronavirus, has died, we won't even be 
able to examine his brain, because of the whisked shit. 

374 For sex and sex I'd sell my soul...Métley Criie, Album: ,,Girls, Girls, 
Girls“, Song: ,,All in the name of Rock n Roll“, 1987. 

375 If the devil existed and promised me that I could spend a night with Ma- 
rylin Monroe or Jean Harlow, I would sell my soul to him. 
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try, every person is a specialist in their field, but no one can 
coordinate them. In addition, the mathematician is not in a posi- 
tion to judge the grammarian's field and vice versa, the biologist 
not the geologist, the locksmith not the painter, the writer not the 
musician... 

Thus all sciences work contrary to each other, because what 
math proves has no effect in grammar, which it would have, if 
the philologist knew..... 


VI.LXIX 
"In science, observation alone is fraud." 


VIL.LXX 
Serpens albus*”, Leopardus mortuus*”’, Basium*”, Ramones*”, 
Extraneus**’, Depravati**', Scorpiones**’, Nazarenus*®’, Tyranno- 
saurorus rex*™’, Purpura alta**’, Pistolia fututionis***, Alternatum 


387 


fluentum/Directum fluentum**’ et Plumbans navis aeris*** heroes 


iuventutis meae erant. 


Kim Wilde*’, Bananarama*”’ 
Es 
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, Haywoode*”', Laura Branigan*”, 


376 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=8Tp0K9 YiTPE 
377 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ecFPU--vvf0 
378 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=BIRS7j8IK 24 
379 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=OflfzVf8t6E 
380 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=qByVWeY Ye30 
381 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=xRUE0aAI508 


382 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=wENdZneWDYs 
383 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Inbci6_dXLA 


384 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=fGx7nrjn0ic 

385 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=UAKCR7kKOMTOQ 
386 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=yqrAPOZxgzU 
387 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=pA gnJDJN4VA 
388 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=HOmmM_gwG4k 
389 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=UNjFm7CoE84 


390 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=l9ml3nyww80 
391 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=K XHCA3eo-lA 


392 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=RPO_8J7uxhs 
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Sheena Easton*”’, Taylor Dayne**, Womack & Womack*”, Fic- 
tion Factory**’, Gazebo*”’, Human League*”’ hodie praeeligo.*” 


VI. LXxI 


VILLXXII 
Principium argumentationis postremae: 
Eventus, qui non sunt argumentiles, dubii manent et irriti sunt.*”' 
Unless it is an axiom 


VLLXXIII 

Using the example of the noble gas xenon, observations in phy- 
sics show, that noble gases are not reaction-neutral, but inert. 
Based on Karl Popper's philosophy of science, this disproves the 
octet rule, because since a noble gas already has eight valence 
electrons, it can no longer enter into any chemical reactions 
according to the octet rule and therefore there is a opposite ob- 
servation statement. 

THE OCTET RULE IS HEREBY REFUTED! 


393 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=uSp0kO-NBWw 


394 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=7_Dyouvtb98 
395 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=R8AQ0Aap6_k4 
396 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=K QBoeBgbOuk 


397 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Dtrgwgei7ww 

398 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=uPudE8nDog0 

399 Whitesnake, Def Leppard, Kiss, Ramones, Foreigner, Kinks, Scorpions, 
Nazareth, T.Rex, Deep Purple, Sex Pistols, AC/DC and Led Zeppelin 
were the heroes of my youth. Today I prefer Kim Wilde, Bananarama, 
Haywoode, Laura Branigan, Sheena Easton, Taylor Dayne, Womack & 
Womack, Fiction Factory, Gazebo, Human League. 

400 The weight with the highest possible life expectancy is the result of non- 
exhaustive strength training and renunciation. 


401 Theorem of final reason: Results, that are unfounded remain doubtful 


and are inadmissible. 
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VIL.LXXIV 


VIL.LXXV 
,, Death is the condition of eternity. “ 


VI.LXXVI 
, Scientia non warrantia veritatis et ars gymnastica non war- 
rantia sanitatis est, sed utraque occasiones auget.‘“™ 


VI.LXXVII 


VLLXXVIII 
, Refusal to argue is always a sign of weakness and strengthens 


vc 


the arguments of the other side. 
Argumentatio (lat.): justification. 


402 An evaluative (aestimans) statement is the unfounded statement of the in- 
dividual without a goal (can be transformed into a descriptive statement 
by means of the adversarial argument). 

403 A prescriptive (praescribens) statement is the reasoned statement of the 
individual to achieve the goal in the preceding sentence. 

404 Knowledge is no guarantee for truth and sport is no guarantee for health; 
but both increase the chances. 

405 A descriptive (describens) statement is a statement by the individual, that 
presents the facts without pointing out or evaluating the consequences. 
(e.g. definition, If war, then death). 
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VILLXXIX 
"Every medicament, every vaccine is a declaration of bankrupt- 


cy of your way of life. “ 


VILLXXX 
, Lf any scientist confirms the theory of another, then both are in 
possession of a confirmed theory, but certainly not in possession 
of the truth. “ 


VI.LXXXI 
"He who tries by all means to prevent his death will be dead in 
his lifetime." 


VI.LXXXII 


VI.LXXXIII 
,», With too little muscle mass, it's not just the liver, that gets too 
little oxygen!“ 


VILLXXXIV 
,», Mathematics aint a matter of trust. “ 


VIL.LXXXV 
,, You're bad off to give small things more attention than they de- 
serve, “ 


VIL.LLXXXVI 


,, Spero sic gloriam mundi venturum esse. ““°7 


406 Consciousness is the mental and physical participation in the changes in 
our environment. 
407 So I hope, that the glory of the world will come. 


aiZ 


VLLXXXVII 
A long time ago, people lived under the three big pillars and eve- 
rything was cool. The big pillars shook and hummed, but no pro- 
blem for the people below. One day, however, the people began 
to climb upwards to enjoy the view and in search of something 
new. But the pillars kept humming and shaking and from now 
on, a few people kept falling down. 


VILXXXVIII 
Lf you're all good people, why are you so damn scared to die?“ 


VIL.LXXXIX 
,,n vivo virtutem vertat omne.“*® 


VI.XC 
Everything but metaphysics is pointless scratching at the sur- 
face.“ 


VILXCI 
,, Lhose act irrationally (unreasonably) who run to church every 
Sunday, sing a horrible song and then hope that someone will 
intervene whose existence they don't believe in anyway. “ 


VLXCII 
,, Quies vera ex situ horum inter (quoad aut ad invicem) se de- 
finiri nequit.“ 
Truth is therefore only possible by definition! 
Quod erat demonstrandum! 


408 Only virtue counts in life. 

409 ,, The concept of rest cannot be determined from their position between 
them." Philosophiae naturalis principia Mathematica. Isaac Newton, page 
8, Watchtower Publishing, 2010, ISBN: 9781603863797, Editio tertia, 
1725. 
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VLXCHI 
,, Lhe requirement of gender appropiate approach is a political 
intervention in (linguistic) science and significant for socialist 
dictatorships and autocracies. I therefore reserve the right to 
remain silent towards the protagonists and followers of this 
agenda. “ 


VI.XCIV 
Recognize the right time. 
, Lhe most are bad.““*"! 
,Better to be envied than pitied.““”” 
»Métpov &piotov.“43 
Have the whole thing in mind.‘“"* 
Nothing in excess.“ *!° 
»H yYA@oos cov LU} MpoTpExéTH TOD vod“*'® 
Chilon of Sparta about politicians. 
,Not to be careless about keeping the body healthy. 


"410 
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410 Pittakos von Mytilene (650 v. Chr. - 570 v. Chr.), Justus Cobet: Pittakos. 
In: Der Neue Pauly (DNP). Band 9, Metzler, Stuttgart 2000, ISBN 3-476- 
01479-7, Sp. 1054-1056. 

411 Bias von Priene (590 v. Chr. - 530 v. Chr.), FVS, Nr. 1 = Snell, a. O. 107, 
Nr. 1 = Diog. Laert. 1,87 und 88. 

412 Thales von Milet (624 v. Chr. - 544 v. Chr.), Jaap Mansfeld (Hrsg.): Die 
Vorsokratiker. Band 1, Reclam, Stuttgart 1983, S. 44—S5. 

413 Metron ariston: Moderation is the best. Kleobolus von Lindos, Maria 
Grazia Albiani: Kleobulos 1. In: Der Neue Pauly (DNP). Band 6, 
Metzler, Stuttgart 1999, ISBN 3-476-01476-2, Sp. 576. 

414 Periandros von Korith (? -583 v. Chr.), Fritz Schachermeyr: Periandros 
1. In: Paulys Realencyclopddie der classischen Altertumswissenschaft 
(RE). Band XIX,1, Stuttgart 1937, Sp. 704-717. 

415 Solon von Athen (640 v. Chr. - 560 v. Chr.), Diogenes Laertios 1,63. 

416 Ho glossa su ma Protrecheto tu nu = Do not let your tongue run ahead of 
your understanding. Chilon von Sparta (ca. 555 v. Chr.), Franz Kiechle: 
Chilon. In: Der Kleine Pauly. Band 1: Aachen bis Dichalkon. 
Druckenmiiller, Stuttgart 1964, Sp. 1146. 

417 Pythagoras von Samos (570 v. Chr. - 510 v. Chr.) ,,The golden Verses of 
Pythagoras, Verlag Heilbronn, 1983, ISBN: 3923000774. 
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VLXCV 
», When all the politicians have died, I'll be the happiest person 
in the world. “ 


VI.XCVI 
,, You can learn from the Romans how not to do it; and from the 
Stoics how to endure it.“ 


VLXCVII 
, Ignorance of scientific facts is particularly worthy of the 
mainstream. “ 


VLXCVIII 

lhe true advocates of government are the weak and 
ignorant.“ ,, The truth cannot be made more important by the 
number of its followers. ““'* 

William Godwin's work is actually THE standard work of anar- 
chism. It would, for example, be compulsory reading for this 
left-green, woke bunch, who think they know, what anarchism 
means. Godwin is based neither on capitalism nor on socialism, 
but creates a completely independent world view. 


VLC 


418 William Godwin“Enquiry concerning political justice and its influence of 
moral and happiness“ 1793, ISBN: 978-0199642625, Oxford University 
Press,.2013. Eigene Ubersetzung. 

419 Consonants are signs of a language, which are spoken to others. 

420 Vowels are signs of a language, that are spoken individually. 


ea he) 


Of course, these definitions must also consider the Latin langua- 
ge and grammar, otherwise these definitions also end up in a 
circle. Here, of course, the Latin is decisive, whether compass 
or not. Unfortunately, this cannot be explained to a layperson 
without knowledge of Latin. 


VLCI 


VLCII 


Since our entire technology (Internet, power generation, PC 
programs...) is based on the principle (1 + 1 = 2), but it works, it 
can be practically 100 percent ruled out, that it will ever be pos- 
sible for this principle/theme to fail. 


VLCIII 
, Anyone who has never lived in an ivory tower cannot appre- 
ciate its infinite beauty. “ 


VI.CIV 
,,No universally valid law can be derived from differentiations. ‘ 


‘ 


VI.CV 


421 Mutated vowels are consecutive vowels, that are spoken together. 

422 Happiness is when you drink my beer and you can still smile afterwards 
without a gap in your teeth. 

423 A condition is the determination of a consequence upon the occurrence of 
a certain event. 
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It is a misconception that everything that cannot be refuted is 
not correct (1 + 1 =2).“ 


VI.CVI 
Subject is substance. Wrong, because 2 = 2. Subject cannot be 
the same as substance, because then both terms would cancel 
each other out. 


VLCVII 
If the road is wet, it has rained. This is an irrefutable premise, 
because there is no one here, who can wet the road with a bu- 
cket, as this is physically impossible (calorie consumption etc.). 
Furthermore, you "mathematicians" must first prove, that such a 
fool even exists. This would be the biggest of all fools! 


VLCVUI 

,, Lhe coexistence of the freedom of several is "only possible if 
every free being makes it its law to limit its freedom through the 
concept of the freedom of all others. “* 

But this applies to everyone - the principle of relativity! This 
means, that anyone, who negligently endangers their health, e.g. 
through alcohol, nicotine, failure to exercise, obesity (which can 
result in handicapped children)... restricts my freedom. 


VI.CIX 
Dear Mr. Politicians, celebrities, proms, officials et alia: 
, Quis iam scit nihil scire, is hunc in publi- ce etiam ne 
affirmet! “> 


VI.CX 
To put it bluntly: Christian Kahrmann*”’ was extremely obese, 


424 Johann Gottlieb Fichte, Grundlage der gesamten Wissenschaftslehre, 
Meiner Verlag, 1997, ISBN: 9783787313341. 

425 Those who already know, that they know nothing, should not confirm 
this in public. 

426 German actor and musician, who is obese. 
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an alcoholic and a drug addict before his corona illness and no, 

dear Ms. Béttinger*’, he did not bursting with strength. Anyone, 

who doesn't look physically like me or Ralf Méller is unathletic. 
VI.CXI 

Freedom has to be dangerous, otherwise it wouldn't be any 


VIL.CXII 
,,An interpretation is always closer to a lie than to the truth.“ 


VI.CXIHI 
,, Qui scit ubi palam rectam stare, scit etiam, ubi fodiendum. 
All Latin teachers will be delighted with this Aci. 


66428 


VI.CXIV 
You cannot prove | + 1 with the successor function (n + 1), be- 
cause what is to be proven (1 + 1) must not be included in the 
proof (n+ 1) (circular proof). 


VLCXV 


,, Socrates opinionem vulgi larvas appellabat. “*”° 


VLCXVI 
,, Stoicus sum. Mors me non flagellat; vos autem eo magis 


«430 
quam. 


VI.CXVII 
,, Sola ea virtuosum nominanda, quae stoicismusque cynismus 
sunt. Omnia aliorum decadenta nominanda sunt. “*' 


427 German anchorwoman, who is retired. 

428 If you know where the right shovel is, you know where to dig. 

429 Socrates called the opinion of the general public poltergeists. 

430 Iam a stoic. Death does not scourge me, but it scourges you all the more 

431 Only those who are Stoics and Cynics are to be called virtuous. All 
others are to be called depraved. 
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VILCXVITI 
The minimum wage for skilled workers is calculated as follows: 
The upper limit is twice the usual local basic price of building 
land, but at least 2900 times the usual local price of a bread roll. 


VI.CXIX 

Darwin's theory of evolution predicts a development. However, 
Darwin forgets, that for a development from homo erectus to 
homo sapiens, a further development (enlargement, improve- 
ment) of the brain is necessary. This requires higher quality 
food, which cannot be cultivated, because the brain has not 
evolved. Darwin's entire theory of evolution is therefore subject 
to a fallacy, because in order to justify this further development, 
coincidence is now required, as better food can only be grown 
by people, who must have better cognitive abilities, which they 
do not (yet) have. Cicero and co. did not know the terms predi- 
cate noun, noun, adjective... because their cognitive abilities 
were too underdeveloped. Darwin's theory of evolution has not 
been refuted, as coincidence cannot be ruled out, but it is now at 
least very, very implausible. 


VIL.CXX 
Dear physicists! Do you really believe, that a positively charged 
atomic nucleus surrounded by a negatively charged atomic shell 
can explode, when the proton and electron are bound to each 
other due to their attraction? 


VILCXXI 
If 1 + 1 is the definition of 2, then 1 can no longer be defined, as 
it is already contained in the definition or is assumed in the defi- 
nition. Circle! 


VI.CXXII 


Most people only try to find themselves once in their lives be- 
cause they are so scared that there is nothing worth discover- 
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VI.CXXHI 
, Ego non natus sum, ut popularem opinionem consensam habe- 


am. “*°? 


VILCXXIV 
,»,Pulchrum est auditu deum approbaturum esse. ‘ 


‘ 


VIL.CCXXV 
Every action in a specialist area requires a rule, because the cor- 
rectness of this action can only be determined by means of a 
rule. No rule - no correct action possible. And if you don't know 
them, you have to establish them. Accordingly, shifts in the in- 
terpretation of Latin terms in other languages are inadmissible, 
as there is no rule. The Latin meaning therefore applies. 


VI.CXXVI 
, Ls there a truth independent of man?“ 
If you were to answer "yes" to the question of whether 1 + | is 
still 2 when you are dead, there would be a realization, that is 
independent of humans. 


VI.CXXVII 


VILCXXVIII 
Altruism is nonsense, because you get something back for every 
action. Actions are never selfless, because even the joy you get 
from helping is selfish! 
VILCXXIX 
If a physicist asked me, how the transition to the beyond was 


432 I am not in this world to have a popular opinion. 
433 An assertion is the statement of a party whose credibility is based solely 
on its assurance. 


320 


supposed to work, I would answer that it was irrelevant, becau- 
se the physicist would first have to explain to me, what advanta- 
ge he hoped to gain from answering this question. But I would 
still give him the answer: ,,Amor transfertur!“* 


VI.CXXX 

PROOF OF THE GOLDBACH PRESUMPTION 
The Goldbach conjecture is correct, because Tomas Oliveira e 
Silva showed in 2011, that this applies to all numbers up to 
4*10". 
Regula theoria copiarum: 
A rule that applies to a set of numbers (x-y) also applies to a set 
of numbers (a-b) if this set has the same properties. 
For all numbers > 4*10'8 = 4*10'* applies, because there is no 
contradictory, well-founded observation or perception starte- 
ment. Because an action is only scientific, if it is justified by a 
rule. 
Conclusion: Goldbach's theorem also applies to all numbers > 
4*10'8, because no difference can be determined and at the 
same time there is a violation of the above rule. 


VI.XXXI 
,, Lhe term stupidity describes inability, the term stupidity im- 
plies intent. “ 


VIXXXII 
Propositional logic = Logicum verborum or if you wanted it to 
be more general: Logicum verborum coniugatorum. 
Predicate logic = Logicum verborum declinatorum or more ge- 
neral: Logicum vocabulorum. 


VILCXXXITII 
,, Lhe nature (qualitas) of God cannot be determined; the cha- 
racteristics (proprietas) of God, however, can. “ 


434 We take love with us. 
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VI.CXXXIV 
Conjunctive: ,,/f the content of a term were self-explanatory, 
definitions would be unnecessary. “ 


VILCXXXV 
Provided, that all this climate hysteria was scientifically proven: 
Why is it a problem for all of you, if the end of the world 
doesn't affect you, but your children’? 
What's so great about the end of the world being postponed by a 
few years and only arriving in 11434 instead of 2040?*° 
Depending on the amount of melted salt water, it is therefore 
quite possible, that Europe could experience a massive drop in 
temperature. Unfortunately, not a single scientist can answer 
how much salt water would have to melt for this to happen. I 
just want to refer to the chaos theory**’, that a minimal interven- 
tion in the Earth's complex climate system can have disastrous 
effects in one direction or another and you should know, what 
you are doing. But we don't know that and that is precisely the 
problem. 


VLCXXXVI 
,, You don't want to deal with the death of your children because 
the thought of it is too painful. But when your children do die, it 
will be far more devastating for you. “ 


VILCXXXVII 
,, You can have an opinion in art; there is no need for it in 
logic. “ 


VILCXXXVITI 
, Diversity does not create truth, it creates opinion. ‘ 


‘6 


VI.CXXXIX 


435 https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/North Atlantic Current 
436 https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Chaos_theory 
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VI.CXL 


437 Sexism is the emphasis solely on the sexual attractiveness of a person. 

438 Right-wing radicalism is a reactionary ideology that is prepared to use 
armed force to achieve political goals. 

439 Left-wing radicalism is a socialist ideology that is prepared to use armed 
force to achieve political goals. 
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VII 
PRESUMPTION OF GOD 
(TELEOLOGICAL PROOF OF GOD) 
THEOREMA IV 


VILI 
Before I can tackle this proof, a high probability of God's exis- 
tence must first be established, otherwise no one will start. We 
already have a small indication of the complexity of the Latin 
language and the improbability of the theory of evolution. But 
these are only indications and assumptions. 


Propositional logic: 
» Lf God exists, then he can also be proven. “ 


But now I have to justify this assumption (if) to myself. This 
works teleologically“’, since the teleological proof of God is 
simpler than the ontological and cosmological proof. 
Teleological justification of the assumption: 

If you look at the world, without God it would be an absolutely 
unfair world, because then the length of your life, the beauty of 
your life, wealth and poverty, joy and suffering etc. would de- 
pend on where you are born. So everything would be a coinci- 
dence and each individual would have to use every means at 
their disposal to try and change this as quickly as possible. It 
would also be a very sad and unfair world. Whether you died in 
the Second World War, whether you die in a third, whether you 
fall victim to murder; everything would be a coincidence and 
nothing could be influenced by you. Whether you get malaria or 
dengue fever or just the flu would all be random. In addition, no 
murderer, rapist, child abuser or politician, who triggers a nucle- 
ar war, would have to fear a final instance, because no politician 
with sufficient military or political means to evade prosecution 
could be held liable. 


The paramilitary troop unit founded by Adolf Hitler 
on March 17, 1933 as the Stabswache Berlin 

Berlin and personally subordinate to him, quickly 
became known as the Adolf Hitler Standarte and 


440 https://de.wikipedia.org/wiki/Teleologisches_Argument 
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from September 1933 under the name Leibstandarte 
SS Adolf Hitler, or LSSAH or LAH for short. 

In 1934, the first and second rifle squads of the LS- 
SAH assassinated parts of the SA leadership on Hit- 
ler's orders during the so-called "Réhm Putsch". To- 
gether with the "Political Readiness Units" of the 
SS, the Leibstandarte formed the SS Disposal Force, 
from which the Waffen-SS emerged in 1940. From 22 
October 1943, the LSSAH was known as the Ist SS 
Panzer Division Leibstandarte SS Adolf Hitler.“ 


The Malmedy massacre, the Lago Maggiore massacre, the 
Rohm putsch: many were not convicted at all, because the statu- 
te of limitations had already expired.” 

It may be true, that everything is like this, but the probability 
that it is, not is high. Just teleological. And now, in 2010, I set 
out to find this proof. 

My grandfather (22.10.1911 - October 1999) was a member of 
the 6th Army in the cauldron of Stalingrad. He received a shell 
splinter in his upper arm in the trenches in the winter of 1943 
and was flown out on one of the last planes in Jan/Feb 1943. He 
was once a Russian prisoner of war and another time an Ameri- 
can prisoner of war, during which his upper arm was properly 


441 https://de.wikipedia.org/wiki/Leibstandarte SS Adolf Hitler 
Well-known members: Klaus Havenstein, Otto Beisheim! Klaus Haven- 
stein was a long term actor and comedian in Germany during from 1960's 
-1990's. Otto Beisheim was the founder of the Metro Group. 

442 The Lake Maggiore massacres were the first mass murders of Jews in 
Italy. In September 1943, members of the SS Pan- zer Grenadier Division 
Leibstandarte Adolf Hitler murdered 50 Jews on the Piedmont side of 
Lake Maggiore, including 16 guests of the Hotel Meina, the Meina 
massacre. In addition, there were further murders of Jews in a spatial and 
temporal context, namely in September in Novara and in October in Intra, 
so that a total number of 56 victims is often given. In 1968, the 
Osnabriick Regional Court sentenced a total of five people for this crime; 
however, the Federal Court of Justice overturned the sentences in 1970 
due to the statute of limitations. 


327 


damaged, because gangrene had formed in it. After that, he wor- 
ked as a medic until the end of the war due to his inability to 
fight. 


,, Lhe supply of the trapped German troops with am- 
munition, supplies and food via an airlift was essen- 
tial for the continuation of the fighting in the 
cauldron. General Inspector of the Luftwaffe Erhard 
Milch was commissioned by Adolf Hitler to ensure 
this.“* The following units were organized under the 
Stalingrad air supply commander (Lieutenant Gene- 
ral Fiebig). Transportfliegerftihrer I in Morosovska- 
ya led the units equipped with the He 111, such as 
Kampfgeschwader 55, I/KG 100, KGr. z.b.V. 5 and 
the KGr. z.b.V. 20.2. From the Tazinskaya airbase, 
the I/KG 51 with the Ju 88, the KGr. z.b.V. 50, the 
KGr. z.b.V. 500, the KGr. z.b.V. 700 and the KGr. 
z.b.V. 900 with the Ju 52 as well as the KGr. z.b.V. 21 
and the KGr. z.b.V. 22 with the Ju 86 were deploy- 
ed.** They were led by Transport Fliegerfiihrer 2. 27 
of the four-engine bomber He 177A-1 of Kampfge- 
schwader 50 were also deployed from the Zaporoz- 
hye/South airbase.“ KGr. z.b.V. 200 flew from Stalin 
with the Fw 200, 1/LLG 2 with the He III as a tow 
plane and the cargo glider Go 242 and the KGr. 


443 Matthew Cooper: Die Luftwaffe 1933-1945: Eine Chronik. Motorbuch- 
verlag, Stuttgart 1988, ISBN 3-613-01017-8, S. 264. 

444 H. L. de Zeng, D. G. Stankey, E. J. Creek: Bomber Units of the Luftwaf- 
fe 1933-1945. A Reference Source, Volume 1. Jan Allan Publishing, 
2007, ISBN 978-1-85780-279-5 (englisch), S. 194, Henry L. deZeng IV: 
Luftwaffe Airfields 1935-1945, Russia (incl. Ukraine, Belarus & 
Bessarabia) 8. 425-428, abgerufen am 17. Marz 2022. 

445 Henry L. deZeng IV: Luftwaffe Airfields 1935-1945, Russia (incl. Uk- 
raine, Belarus & Bessarabia) S. 718-721. 

446 Henry L. deZeng IV: Luftwaffe Airfields 1935-1945, Russia (incl. 
Ukraine, Belarus & Bessarabia) S. 590-596. 
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z.b.V. 500 with the Ju 52 for transport operations.’ 


The delivery of at least 500 tons of supplies per day 
promised by Hermann Goring, Commander-in-Chief 
of the Luftwaffe, was never achieved. The highest 
daily output of 289 tons of goods was achieved with 
154 tons aircraft on 19 December 1942 in good 
weather conditions. In the first week from 23 No- 
vember 1942, an average of 30 flights per day 
brought in a total of only 350 tons of cargo, of which 
14 tons were provisions for the 275,000 men in the 
cauldron (51 grams per person, equivalent to two 
slices of bread or 4 of a pudding (200 g) in super- 
markets). 75 percent of the cargo consisted of fuel 
for the return flight, for the tanks and fuel for the 
Bf109 escorts. In the second week, a total of 512 
tons was transported, a quarter of the required 
amount, of which only 24 tons was food. As a result, 
more draft animals had to be slaughtered to make up 
for the lack of food. As the troops, who were still 
operational had priority for supplies, the wounded 
and sick soon received no more food and fought 
fiercely for the last seats on the transport planes. 
From November 24, 1942 to January 31, 1943, a to- 
tal of 495 aircraft lost, including 269 Ju 52s, 169 He 
111, 42 Ju 86, 9 Fw 200, 5 He 177 and I Ju 290. The 
losses therefore amounted to around 50% of the air- 
craft deployed. In order to compensate for the loss of 
pilots, the training program of the Luftwaffe was 
halted in favor of Stalin's air supply and the trai- 
ners, who had thus been freed up but were actually 
irreplaceable, were used as transport pilots. As the 
war progressed, this led to a noticeable deteriorati- 
on in the training level of new pilots. In addition, 


447 Henry L. deZeng IV: Luftwaffe Airfields 1935-1945, Russia (incl. 
Ukraine, Belarus & Bessarabia) S. 678-682. 
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reduced in order to save fuel for the operation in 
6448 


enemy flights in other battlefields were considerably 


Stalingrad. 


Thank God my grandpa won this fierce battle for transportation. 
So if there is no supernatural authority, all this remains unpunis- 
hed. 


VILII 

It is an indisputable fact, that this term exists, ergo it can also be 
defined. Therefore, the assumption of God is probable. This is 
purely a question of abstraction. And that God is supposed to 
have formed us in his image is an opinion of the Bible and the 
Church, that has been UNFOUNDED for 2000 years. And un- 
founded assertions are irrelevant per se, unless it is an axiom. 
That God is said to have created us in his image is hereby in 
doubt, as it is unfounded. So God is the creator of the whole 
and: ,,7he whole is more than the sum of its parts. ““” 

Whether it was the Big Bang, the grain of sand or Adam and 
Eve is irrelevant 


Table 19 
Consequently, God is above man. It is therefore not possible to 
question God, just as pets do not know, that we are human, have 


448 https://de.wikipedia.org/wiki/Schlacht_von_ Stalingrad 
449 Aristotle, Metaphysics VII 17, 1041b. 
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a hand or a nose. Animals do not know, that we are human and 
therefore it would also be possible, that we would not recognize 
God at all, if he were to appear to us. We humans are limited by 
the laws of logic. Logically, God is not. We cannot question this. 
It is impossible for humans to grasp the attributes of God, just as 
it is impossible for us to define numbers. We cannot grasp num- 
bers conceptually. There will never be a definition of 2, 3, 4, be- 
cause numbers can only be differentiated on the basis of their 
predecessor or successor. It is impossible, for example, to define 
(2) without referring to (1). Thus circular definition! 


Image 36 
Question: In your opinion, how should it be possible to get from 


reference system B (shaded red) to reference system A (shaded 
green)? The observer in reference system B does not even know, 
that reference system A exists, just as an animal/mammal does 
not know, that humans exist. 


The assumption on page 327 is thus further substantiated. 


450 God is the creator of the whole, who is superior to the laws of logic. 
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Vul 
ONTOLOGICAL PROOF OF GOD 
THEOREMA V 


VIILI 
The ontological proof of God is also relatively easy to prove, as 
it is based on pure thinking. I cite Gédel's*' proof here as an ex- 
ample: 


The formal correctness of Gédel's proof was demonstrated by 
means of machine-assisted proofs, namely for Dana Scott's ver- 
sion of the proof, which gives the following translation: 


AXIOM 1: |Either a property or its negation is positive. 
AXIOM 2__ {A property that necessarily follows from a po- 
sitive property is positive. 
THEOREM 1 | Positive characteristics may be attributed to a 
being. 
A being is divine, if it possesses all positive 
qualities. 


Divine is a positive quality. Korollar: Possibly 
a divine being exists. 


Positive characteristics are necessarily positi- 
ve. 
A property of an entity is essential if it neces- 
sarily implies all of its properties. 

HEOREM 2 |Divine is an essential quality of every divine 
being. 
A being is necessarily existent if it has all of 
its essential properties necessarily fulfilled. 
Necessary existence is a positive characteri- 
Stic. 


A divine being necessarily exists. 


Table 20 


451 Kurt Friedrich Gédel (1906 - 1978), austrian mathematician. 
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Here too, as with Karl Popper, Gédel's lack of knowledge of La- 
tin proves to be a problem, because otherwise he would know, 
that positus is the participle of ponere, which means: to set, 
place, lay. Unfortunately, Gédel is also extremely obtuse. Since 
I have disproved his AXIOM 4, the whole beautiful proof is in- 
valid, if it wasn't already invalid due to all these assumptions 
and circular definition in Axiom 4. Moreover, modal logic does 
not establish any certainty. 


We now come to the ontological proof of God: 


ONTOLOGICAL PROOF OF GOD 


Can people invent themselves? 


Answer 1 No, because otherwise you would firstly 
have to negate the theory of evolution and 
secondly you would be presupposing man 
over man. 


Theorem 1 | However, a prerequisite cannot presuppose 
itself. 
Contradiction 1 |If man cannot invent himself, a supernatural 
being must have done it. 


Definition 1 {Humans are living beings. 


A supernatural being is logically not a living 
being. 


No living being (God) invented man. 


Table 21 

I don't want to praise myself, but if you're trying to prove the 
existence of God ontologically, all these mathematicians should 
leave it to the professionals, the philosophers. We are simply 
much better at it. 

In this proof, which is cosmological in the first two points, but 
then continues ontologically, the truth value is of course depen- 
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dent on whether one accepts the theorems and definitions. Both 
the teleological and the ontological proof of God are dependent 
on the acceptance of the recipient, as they do not work with fac- 
tual arguments, but with assumptions and suppositions. Therefo- 
re, these are only to be considered as circumstantial evidence, 
because there is no proof as long as the evidential value is not 
100%. 

The cosmological proof of God on the following pages works 
with mathematical facts. 

The assumption on page 327 is further substantiated. 


A mathematical proof is an error-free and complete 
derivation of a mathematical statement in which only 
axioms and already proven statements are used. “*? 


452 https://wp.uni-koblenz.de/vorkurs/variante-b/beweismethoden-teil-1/ 


This definition is from the website of the University of Koblenz, Germa- 
ny. Koblenz is located 114 km southwest of Cologne. 
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Ix 
COSMOLOGICAL PROOF OF GOD 
THEOREMA VI 


IX.I 

We have already become acquainted with several ,,proofs of 
God“ and now the cosmological one. The cosmological proof of 
God is, in the proper sense, the proof of God, that attempts to 
prove the grain of sand, bacterium, stardust, atom, electron, 
tauon, that must necessarily have been present at the beginning 
of the world. This is not about the question of who made God. 
This is secondary to the proof of God. That would again be an 
ontological or teleological question, which should not concern 
us here. 


IX.II 
Deterministic, topological proof of God 

The definition of Pythagoras' theorem is impossible, because the 
sum of the two summands (a? and b?) is a descendant of the re- 
sult, as the prerequisite for the existence of a square is the sum 
of both squares (right angle). Consequently, it is impossible to 
calculate the right angle without squares (which must already 
have a right angle), as these are a prerequisite for the rightangled 
triangle. The construction of a square is therefore a prerequisite 
for the result of Pythagoras theorem, which makes the definition 
of the theorem impossible, because a square cannot exist due to 
the necessity of the right angle. In order to calculate the right an- 
gle, the right angle is therefore already necessary and this is hu- 
manly impossible. However, since this theorem exists, its defini- 
tion is humanly impossible and therefore the existence of God is 
proven! In order to disprove this, it must be proven that the defi- 
nition of Pythagoras’ theorem is humanly possible without a 
square. 


...quicquid accuratum sit ad geometriam 
referatur, quicquid minus accuratum ad 
Mechanicam.** 


453 Isaac Newton: Philosophiae naturalis principia mathematica, Watchma- 
ker Publishing, 2010, ISBN: 9781603863797 Editionem tertiam, 1725. 
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,,An interrupted causal chain or the missing cause (causa pri- 
ma) of such and contradictio in modo socratico are deterministi- 
cally (formallogically) inadmissible. “*™* 


In general terms: 
The Pythagorean theorem is the only way to calculate a right an- 
gle. Unfortunately, a square already requires a right angle. Ho- 
wever, since someone must have formulated (defined) this theo- 
rem, because it exists, this is not possible, because the square 
does not exist beforehand (at the beginning), and therefore neit- 
her does the right angle. 
The definition is: c? = a? + b?. 
Means, that someone, whether Pythagoras, Thales, Egyptians or 
Babylonians... must have formulated this theorem, but this is hu- 
manly impossible, since the beginning of this definition already 
presupposes the result. And that is why, this is proof of the exis- 
tence of God 

Algebraic: 

What are you looking for? The right-angled triangle (x). 
Ergo: x (right angle) = 
In the equation/definition, x may no longer appear, because x is 
sought, but this is the case with Pythagoras' theorem: x (right an- 
gle) =x (.a.)+x(ra.). 
This is both deterministically and formally impossible, because 
everything must be causally determined. The definition is there- 
fore not humanly possible. If you now wanted to start the defini- 
tion with a’, this is not possible, because you do not yet have a’, 
as a? only becomes possible with the complete definition of the 
theorem. A triangle is also not available. Because you cannot 
calculate the right angle with something, that already assumes a 
right angle. 


454 Socratic Method: Ask until the doctor comes. Die Sokratische Methode, 
Ward Farnsworth, Finanzbuch Verlag 2022, ISBN: 978-3-95972-577-4. 
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Socratic_method 
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Cathetal square a 


Cathetal square b 
b2 


C2 


Hypotenuse square c 


Image 40 


Thus, the triangle is presupposed to the square and the definition 
of Pythagoras' theorem (c? = a? + b?) is impossible. 

Quod erat demonstrandum! 

P.S. c? = a? + b?. Even the worst philosopher should notice this 
circular definition. 

This is the opposite of the petitio principii**, the anteceptio 


postremi.**° 


455 https://de.wikipedia.org/wiki/Petitio_Principii Anticipation of the first. 
456 Anticipation of the last. 
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Pythagorean theorem consisting of six isosceles right-angled 
triangles. 


Triangle 6 


Image 41 
Since every definition, including that of the Pythagorean theo- 


rem, has a beginning (a? on the right), this is only not possible 
with the Pythagorean theorem, because in order to be able to 
start the above definition of the Pythagorean theorem with 
the right, blue cathetus square a, I first have to calculate/con- 
struct it with the Pythagorean theorem. 
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Pythagoras' theorem with the green, large cathetus square b 
in the middle. The two new catheti squares d and e are now 
equal in area. 


Catfietall square e 


Hypothenuse square f 


Image 42 
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Here you can clearly see that each square of the theorem con- 
sists of isosceles right-angled triangles that cannot presuppose 
themselves. If you now cut out the square b along the diagonal, 
you get two isosceles right-angled triangles. 


, 2? Cy 
a) ”» a 
roo) ry 4 


Image 43 
Thus, the definition of the square on page 342 is by no means 


arbitrary, but results from the above homeomorphism*’. 


Because if the right-angled square is the definiendum of two 
right-angled triangles, the right-angled triangle cannot be the 
definiendum of three squares, that are also right-angled — Con- 


457 https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Homeomorphism 
Topologie, Prof. Dr. Klaus Janich, ISBN: 9783540529132, 1980, 1987, 
1990, Springer Verlag Berlin — Heidelberg. 
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trary opposition.*** 


Now the clever ones have to watch out, because the definition: 


is that of the parallelogram and not the square. 


458 For accurate understanding see the Latin translation from p. 347 on- 
wards. 
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As you can now see, we need Pythagoras' theorem again to con- 
struct the square b. This is an infinite regress! It is therefore im- 
possible to define the Pythagorean theorem as we cannot find 
the beginning, because since the Pythagorean theorem is the 
only way to calculate a right angle, the right angle of the square 
B cannot be the prerequisite for the right angle of the isosceles 
or isosceles right triangle. 


Hypothen ref 
iieceaa ypothenuse square 


This can now be continued infinitely (infinitely) with the yellow 
squares d and e. 

CONCLUSIO: 
Since it is impossible for humans to define Pythagoras' theorem, 
divine intervention is mathematically and constructively proven, 
at least in this case. Consequently, only the refutation always 
leads to the Miinchausen trilemma.*” 


Quod erat demonstrandum! 


459 https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Miinchhausen_trilemma 
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Formal logical summary 
Propositional logic: 
By means of conjunction: 
If the beginning of the definition of the Pythagorean theorem 
(a?) cannot be constructed without the Pythagorean theorem, 
then the definition of the Pythagorean theorem is humanly im- 
possible. 
By means of subjunction: 
Because the beginning of the definition of the Pythagorean theo- 
rem (a’), as demonstrated above, cannot be constructed without 
the Pythagorean theorem, the definition of the Pythagorean theo- 
rem is humanly impossible. 
This results in the existence of a supernatural being (God, Al- 
lah...). 
Incidentally, the conjunctive is not a possible form, but coniun- 
gere means to bind together. The conjunctive merely connects 
two sentences by means of either coordinating (con)-iunctio or 
subordinating (sub)-iunctio. 


STEPS OF THE PYTHAGOREAN THEOREM 
1. (a? + b?) 
Result: c? 
2. \(c? = a2 + b?) 
Result: Hypothenuse —right angle — right triangle. 
Formel: 


=) 


Image 45 
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In figures: (5 * 5) + (7 * 7)=74V=8,6 

This means, that (Definitio 1 and Definiendum | together) form 
Definitio 2 for Definiendum 2 in the second step. 

Stupidly, this never becomes apparent, if you look at it purely 
mathematically. You need quite a lot of knowledge for that. As a 
specialist (mathematician, physicist, philosopher, philologist, 
biologist, chemist, political scientist, historian) you will never, 
ever discover this. Pythagoras already knew all this 2500 years 
ago. Incidentally, there would be no rock & roll without Pytha- 
goras' music theory. 


Why can't a square be determined by a rectangle? 
For reasons of contrast between the right-angled isosceles trian- 
gle and the right-angled isosceles triangle: 


c 


Image 46 
Now you could assume, that a square consists of two rectangles. 


This is wrong, because once again we lack a definition of the 
rectangle, as we cannot determine this without a definition. 


D Cc 

b 

A a B 
Image 47 
And with the diagonal, the definition of the rectangle would be 
the opposite of the square: 


A rectangle here would be the result of the sum of two unequal- 
sided, right-angled triangles (compasses). 
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And if you now divide this rectangle in the middle, you only get 
one rectangle again. 

A square is therefore not the result of the sum of two rectangles! 
In addition, you did not divide the square in the first step (split it 
into its components), but merely halved it, as you can easily see 
from the rectangle. 


Break down into components 
(analysare): 
Angle sum of the square = angle sum of the parts of the square 


In order to satisfy Popper's criterion of scientificity, the followi- 
ng propositions of perception, among others, falsify the proof of 
God: 

1. The perceptual theorem that the definition of the square is 
wrong (attention of hypotenuse)! 


2. The perceptual theorem that it is possible to construct a 
square without a right angle (triangle). 
3 The perceptual theorem that no homeomorphism exists 


4. The definition of the Pythagorean theorem without a 
square (would be the simplest falsification). 


Eunerpia (altgr.) = experience, and not observation! 
Conatus (lat.) = attempt. This is circular and inconsistent in eng- 
lish. . 


The falsification condition under point 4 is irrational. There is 
therefore no possibility of falsification. The whole thing can 


only be solved using the law of contradiction: 


,,But the most certain principle of all is that in 


460 Analysis (Resolutio) est relatio aequalis summae ad partes eius. 
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which deception is impossible [...] But what this is, 
we shall now state: For it is impossible for the same 
thing to occur and not occur at the same time in the 
same relationship. [...] But we have just assumed 
that it is impossible for something to be and not be 
at the same time. ‘““°' 


Because we have two contradictory statements here: 

1. The triangle defines the square on page 343. 

Zi The square defines the triangle (Pythagorean theorem). 
Both are neither falsification theorems of the other, nor of the 
theorem of contradiction — contrary contradiction — tertium 
datur applies. — Duty of proof. 

The latter would only be falsified, if the definition of Pythago- 
ras' theorem was provided by a human being. The problem, ho- 
wever, is that point 2 is in contradiction to the law of contradic- 
tion. This must be resolved. To do this, we must first ascertain, 
whether the law of contradiction is falsifiable or provable? If 
both are not true, this principle would be pseudoscientific, be- 
cause the all-statement: A// ravens are black is not a falsification 
of the all-statement: All ravens are white. A possible falsification 
here would be: A raven is green. Then both all-statements would 
be falsified. Since the only falsification condition is irrational, 
there is only one provability. The law of contradiction is therefo- 
re provable. Consequently, it is scientific 


Proof of the law of contradiction: 
A sentence and its negation cannot be true at the 
same time, because there would be no difference. 
Everything would be black. 


461 https://de.wikipedia.org/wiki/Satz_vom _Widerspruch 
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Si omnia atra, nihil! 
The law of contradiction is true because the possibi- 
lity of any knowledge is only given by the instru- 
ment/means of justifiability*” 


There is no circular argument here, because the "assertion" that 
the proposition of contradiction is true can only be attacked by 
means of causal adverbs (Why? etc.). If causality is asked for, 
the answer can only be causality. Since the theorem of contra- 
diction has been proven and the definition of the square on page 
343 has been irrefutably established by testing on page 346, the 
statement: The definition of Pythagoras’ theorem is impossible 
is no longer falsifiable or open to attack. 


And as you can see very clearly, the definition of God on page 
331, that God is the creator of the whole, who is superior to the 
laws of logic, is thus also proven. 


The definition of Pythagoras' theorem is therefore impossible 
because: 

The incontrovertible, empirical definition of the square on page 
343 and the simultaneous existence of the definition of the Py- 
thagorean theorem violate the law of contradiction that a theo- 
rem (the incontrovertible definition of the square) and its negati- 
on (the incontrovertible existence of the definition of the Pytha- 
gorean theorem) can be true at the same time. 

By the proof (validity) of the law of contradiction, either the in- 
controvertible, empirical definition of the square or the incontro- 
vertible existence of the definition of the Pythagorean theorem 
must be false. Since the existence of the definition of the Pytha- 
gorean theorem cannot be disputed and cannot be defined by the 


462 Wolfgang Detel - Grundkurs Philosophie, Band 1, Logik, Seite 107-108. 
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incontrovertible definition of the square, but the definition of the 
Pythagorean theorem exists, only a supernatural being, to whom 
the laws of logic do not apply, can define this theorem. The defi- 
nition of Pythagoras' theorem is therefore impossible for a hu- 
man being. No theorem - no right angle - vice versa. 


PROVEN DEFINITION 


CONTRADICTORY 
COUNTER-DEFINITION 


PROVEN THEOREM 


A square is the result of the 
sum (genitivus qualitatis) of 
two right-angled, isosceles tri- 
angles. 


Pythagorean theorem. 


Theorem of contradiction. 


COSMOLOGICAL PROOF |The proof (validity) of the law 
of contradiction either the in- 
controvertible, empirical defi- 
nition of the square or the in- 
controvertible existence of the 
definition of the Pythagorean 


Table 22_ 


theorem must be false. Since 
the existence of the definition 
of the Pythagorean theorem 
cannot be disputed and cannot 
be defined by the incontrover- 
tible definition of the square, 
but the definition of the Pytha- 
gorean theorem exists, only a 
supernatural being, to whom 
the laws of logic do not apply, 
can define this theorem. The 
definition of Pythagoras' theo- 
rem is therefore impossible for 
a human being. 


QUOD ERAT DEMONSTRANDUM! 
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Why doesn't God intervene? 
Determine the starting point of this circle! 


Image 48 
This is the final result: 


Theorem of contradiction. 


Conclusio: The definition of the Pytha- 
gorean theorem is not humanly 
possible. 


Consequently, tertium non datur (contradictory opposition) app- 
lies. 


The definition of Pythagoras' 
theorem is not-humanly possi- 
ble. 


Negation of the clause: The definition of Pythagoras' 
theorem is humanly possible. 


Table 23 

Means, that the falsification of the proposition proves its negati- 
on; the falsification of the negation proves the proposition. The 
latter is superfluous, since the theorem has already been proved. 
Incidentally, the calculation of the right angle can no longer be 
called Pythagoras' theorem, as coins from the Babylonians 
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(1000 years before Pythagoras) were discovered during archaeo- 
logical excavations, which exactly reproduce this theorem. Py- 
thagoras did not define this theorem!*® 


Note: 
Mathematical/formal-logical proofs cannot be criticized due 
to their contravalence (either or). 


Since the premises of the definition of Pythagoras' theorem al- 
ready contain its conclusion, any refutation is circular and there- 
fore false. Furthermore, it is not a theorem, but a definition. It 
must therefore be called the definition of Pythagoras and not the 
theorem. And a definition always requires an originator, since 
definitio = perfect passive and constructions with passive al- 
ways refer to an originator. Furthermore, definitions cannot be 
discovered (patefacere or invenire), but only invented/concei- 
ved (excogitare). 

Since Pythagoras' theorem is not a theorem, but a definition (see 
page 11-144), it undoubtedly has an originator. 


V (154): ,, Inventio is the development of innovations 
based on laws that have already been discovered 


(e.g. a hydrogen engine). “ 


V (154.1): ,, Excogitatio is the positing of a theory, 
allstatement or definition. “ 


V (154.2): ,, Patefactio is the visualization of exis- 
ting facts. “ 


V (154.3): ,, Deprehensio (discovery) is the uncover- 
ing of what has been discovered and thought out. “ 


Invenire thus represents a concrete, patefacere the abstract. So 


463 https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S03 1508601730069 1 
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you can see here, too, that Latin is irreplaceable. 


With regard to the representation according to Popper: 


All-statement: The definition of Pythagoras’ 


theorem is humanly impossi- 
ble. 


Existence statement: No human being exists, who is 
capable of defining Pythago- 
ras' theorem. Archaeological 
excavations have disproved 
Pythagoras as the author. 


Basic theorem: It has not yet been observed, 
that a human being can use 
this definition without first 
constructing a square using 
this theorem. However, ma- 
thematical truths do not re- 
sult from observation. 


Table 24 

Without these preceding definitions, critics might object that 
Pythagoras' theorem is not an invention, but merely a discovery 
and that it ,,zas always been there. “ Absolutely correct. 

You can say, that if you reject logic and also regard the Miin- 
chausen trilemma as invalid. But I would also be very interested 
to see how these critics would then try to justify similar cases. 
After all, if you reject logic as a method of cognition, it is incon- 
sistent, i.e. inconsequential, to apply it to things that you want to 
be true. 

According to the motto: ,,J make the world as I like it.“ But we 
are not here with Pippi Longstocking, we are doing science! 
Because when you find a book on Amazon, you are discovering 
someone else's invention or invention. This means, that you 
can't discover anything, that wasn't previously invented or 
thought up by an author. This in turn means, that Pythagoras' 
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theorem is neither patefactio nor inventio, but excogitatio. And 
this requires an author! 


Consequently, the proof of God should be called proof of God 
via calculus (definition theory), because without the definition 
theory, Pythagoras' theorem cannot be determined as a definiti- 
on. However, the research question was not whether God exists, 
but whether there is a truth and what it is. This resulted in fur- 
ther research questions such as: What is a woman, what is a man 
and what is a proof of God etc. 


However, the proof of God does not mean life after death. 
This does not necessarily have to be the case. But it can be pro- 
ven with the following argument: 


Premise 1: Proof of God page 341 et seq. 


Premise 2: V_ (74): +,,Homo = erectiiens 
mammalis est abstractae com- 
municationis.“ 


Premise 3: V (151): ,,Deus creator sum- 
mae est, qui legibus logicae 
superatus est.“ 


464 Philosophy is the revelation of the reality of man and his environment. 

465 Dogmatism is the acceptance of a thesis to the exclusion of rational 
grounds. 

466 Experience is the gaining of knowledge through observation, practice or 
experiment. 
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Conclusion: 


Abstract communication takes 
place in the brain. Thus, you 
need a language center to ful- 
fill the definition of human. A 
brain, and consequently its lan- 
guage center, is dependent on 
glucose, which unfortunately 
can only be transported to the 
brain by blood. Therefore, in 
order to be a human being a 
body and a metabolism, other- 
wise you cannot communicate 
abstractly. 

You also need to be a mam- 
mal. Transhumanism thus refu- 
ted! 

From premise 3 it follows 
again that God is superior to 
all natural laws. Consequently, 
there exists an eternal exis- 
tence after death in the way, 
that Thales already assumed 
2500 years ago. You must the- 
refore take back your body af- 
ter death, otherwise you cannot 
be a human being by definiti- 
on. If you were to fly through 
space as a shooting star, you 
would not be a human being 
but a shooting star and therefo- 
re there would be no life after 
death, as a shooting star cannot 
produce free radicals.*°’ Dua- 
lism and monism are therefore 


467 Law of mass action of thermodynamics. 
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| | mutually dependent. | 


Table 25 

The construction of a counter-argument is now only possible 
with the refutation of my definitions, which without a Bachelor 
of Arts in Philosophy, Latin Studies and Mathematics - if only 
one of these subjects is missing, I will checkmate you - is intel- 
lectually impossible, even if it were possible. 


Is this metaphysics or mathematics? 

It is always metaphysics, when you ask about a term: “What is 
happiness, what is love, what is mathematics? 

So the question: “What is a point, a straight line, a triangle?” is a 
metaphysical one, because this question cannot be answered 
without contradiction without studying philosophy; you simply 
don't learn this in mathematics. 

On the other hand, questions such as “Is 1 + 1 = 2” or whether all 
even numbers are divisible by 2 are mathematical questions. 


The Latin terms concretus, abstractus and corporalis must be 
taken into account here. Corporalis = natural science, because I 
can physically examine an elephant or a cuboid; not a triangle or 
the term ,,love’. So Euclid's definitions are also the result of 
metaphysical considerations and by no means mathematical ones. 
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LINGUA LATINA 


Approbatio determinata, topologica Dei 
Definitio theorematis Pythagoris impossibilis est hominibus, 
quod ambo summandi (a? et b*) secundi eventus sunt, enim prae- 
suppositio existentiae quadrati summa amborum quadratorum 
(rectus angulus) est. Igitur calculatio recti anguli sine quadratis 
(quae iam rectum angulum habere debent), quia hisce triangulo 
praepositi sunt, impossibilis est. Ergo constructio quadrati sine 
eventu theorematis Pythagoris impossibilis est. Ergo constructio 
eventui theorematis Pythagoris praesupposuit est, qua re defini- 
tio theorematis Pythagoris impossibilis est hominibus, enim qua- 
dratum propter necessitatis recti anguli extare non possit. Recto 
angulo calculando rectus angulus iam necessarius est, et hoc im- 
possibilis est hominibus. Quia enim hic theorema extat, ast defi- 
nitio sua imbossibilis est hominibus et Deus approbatus est! 
Refutationi, id verificandum est definitio theorematis Pythagoris 
sine quadrato fieri posse hominibus. 
..quicquid accuratum ad geometriam referatur, 
quicquid minus accuratum ad mechanicam*®, 


,,Catena causalis interrupta aut causa prima dens talis et con- 
tradictio in modo socratico determinate illicitae sunt. “ 


Generalilingualis*® dictus: 

Theorema pythagoris potentia unica est, ut rectum angulum cal- 
culetur. Stultimodalis*” postulat quadratum iam rectum angu- 
lum. Cum quisquam at hanc theorema dixisse debeat, quia haec 
extat, non potest, cum quadratum ante (in initium) superest, et 
igitur etiam nihil rectus angulus. Definitio nominatus est: (c? = 
a? + b’). Assignificatur quisquam an Pythagoras an Babylonii 
haec theorema dixisse debere, quae at impossibilis est homini- 
bus, tum initium huius definitionis 1am eventui praesuppositum 
est. Et propterea est hic approbatio existentiae Die. 


468 Isaac Newton ,,Philosophia naturalis principia mathematica, Watchtower 
Publishing, 2010, Editionem tertiam. 

469 General language. 

470 Stupidly. 
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Algebraicus: 
Quae est quantitas quaesita? Rectus angulus (x). 
Ergo: x (rectus angulus) = 
In aequatione / definitione emergere x non debet, quod in theo- 
rema Pythagoris tale est. x (rectus angulus) = x (ra) + x (ra). 
Hic neque determinate neque consectanee formale non potest, 
quia necesse est omnes causaliter conditionales esse. Igitur defi- 
nitio impossibilis est hominibus. 
Si definitio cum a? coepere velimus, id non potest, quia a? non- 
dum habetur, quod a? demum cum definitione toto poterit. Trian- 
gulum pariter minus praesto est. 


Image 50 
Si definitio cum a? coepere velimus, id non potest, quia a? non- 


dum habetur, quod a? demum cum definitione toto poterit. Trian- 
gulum pariter minus praesto est. 
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et ergo triangulum quadrato praesuppositum est atque definitio 
theorematis Pythagoris (c? = a? + b?) impossibilis est hominibus. 


Quo Deus approbatus est. 
Quod erat demonstrandum. 


P.S. c? = a? + b? Haec philosopho postremo animadvertat definti- 
onem circularem esse. Ea est anteceptio postremi, oppositum pe- 
titionis principil. 


Theorema Pythagoris sex isoscelium, rectorum triangulorum. 


Image 51 


364 


Quia definitio quoque, etiam quae theoremtis Pythagoris, initi- 
um habet (a? dexter), non potest unice theorematis Pythagoris, 
enim ut coepiatur cum quadratum cathetae dextro, caerulo defi- 
nitionem theorematis pythaoris id primumdum construendum est 
cum theoremati pythagoris. 
Theorema Pythagoris cum quadrato cathetae viridi, magno b in 
medio. Ambo novo quadrata cathetae d + e nunc sunt aequales 


areae. 
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Cum quadratum cathetae b nunc praeter diagonalem exsecetur, 
tum triangula duae, isosceles, recta oriatur. 


Image 52 
Igitur definitio quadrati in paginam 365 immo arbitrario resultat, 


ac per supradictum homéomorphismum. Nam si quadratum an- 
gulum rectum definiendum est triangulorum angulorum rec- 
torum duorum, tum non potest triangulum rectum definiendum 
trium rectorum quadratorum esse. 

Contradictio in adiecto! 
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Nunc eruditores spinosi attendant, enim definitio: 


est definitio mapaAAnAd-ypaupou neque quadrati. 

Sicut cogitetur, constructio quadrati b theoremam Pythagoris ite- 
rum postulat. Id est regressus infinitus! Igitur impossibilis est 
hominibus theoremam Pythagoris definiri esse, quod initium 
non possit faci, enim quod theorema Pythagoris potentia unica 
est, ut rectum angulum calculetur, non potest rectum angulum 
quadrati b praesuppositio recti anguli isoscelis vel recti trianguli 
est. 


Image 53 
Hoc cum flavis quadratis cathetae d+ e infinite continuatur. 


CONCLUSIO: 
Quia impossibilis est hominibus theoremam Pythagoris definiri 
esse, deus ex machina saltim in casu quoque mathematice, con- 
structive commonstratus est. 
Quod erat demonstrandum! 
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Conclusio logica formalis 
Logica propositionalis: 
Cum coniunctione: 
Cum initia definitionis theorematis Pythagoris (a?) sine theore- 
mate Pythagoris construi non possit, tum esset definitio theore- 
matis Pythagoris impossibilis hominibus. 
Cum subiunctione: 
Quia initia definitionis theorematis Pythagoris (a*), ante de- 
monstratus, sine theoremate Pythagoris construi non possit, 
propterea esset definitio theorematis Pythagoris impossibilis ho- 
minibus. Ex ea re consequit existentiam essentiae supernaturalis 
(Deus, Allah). 
Ceterum coniunctivus non est solus forma potentialis, sed sen- 
tentia dua tantummodo copulat. 


ACTIONES THEOREMATIS PYTHAGORIS 
I. (a? + b?) 
Eventus: c? 
II. V(c? = a? + b?) 
Eventus: Hypothenusa—rectum angulum—triangulum rectum 
Formula: 


= 


Definitio II Definiendum II 
Image 54 


In numeris: (5 * 5) + (7 * 7) =74V = 8,6 


Id est (definitionem I cum definiendum I) in actione secundo de- 
finitionem II ad definiendum II formare. 
Fatuimodo numquam cognoscit, si id solum mathematice con- 
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spicitur. Ut id cogitari possit, scientiam amplam requiri. Specia- 
lista (Mathematicus, Physicus, Philologus, Biologus, Historicus, 
Chemicus, Eruditus Politicae) numquam patefaciet. Pythagoras 
iam ante annis MMD scivit. Ceterum sine Pythagore Oscillare 
et Volvere non inventusesset. 


Cur Quadratum per rectangulum non definitur? Ex causa oppo- 
sitionis trianguli recti, isoscelis et recti, trianguli cumpartibus in- 
iquis. 


Image 55 
Nunc putetur quadratum rectangulorum duorum esse. Id falsus 


est, enim definitio rectanguli nobis abest, enim sine definitione 
constitui non possumus. 


D iC 

i< 

A a B 
Image 56 


Et cum diagonali iterum esset definitio rectanguli oppositio qua- 
drati: Rectangulum esset hinc eventus summae triangulorum 
rectorum cum partibus iniquis. Atque cum rectangulum hunc 
medio dividat, tum iterum rectangulum solum resultet. Preaterea 
in actione primo quadratum non analysavimus, sed dimidiavi- 
mus sicut ad rectangulum facile cognoscitur. 


Ut criterio doctrinae Carolus Popperi suppetantur, approbatio- 
nem Dei propositiones sequentes perceptionis falsificant: 

1. quod, definitio quadrati falsus est (cautio: hypothenusa!). 
Ze quod constructio quadrati sine rectus angulus pote. 
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Si quod, homé6omorphismus non est. 

4. Definitio authentica theorematis Pythagoris sine quadra- 
tum (Id falsificatio facilissima esset). 

Euzetpia est non observare. 

Conditio falsificationis inter punctum IV est irrationalis. Igitur 
potentia falsificationis non iam existit. Solvilis est summa solum 
principium contradictionis: 


»At principium certissimum omnium est id, quo 
fraus impossibilis est. Quod autem est, volumus nunc 
nominare: Enim non possibilis est, ut idem eodem sit 
et non sit eadem in eadem relatione. Verum accepi- 
mus, impossibilis sit, quidlibet sit simul et non sit. ““*” 


Enim habemus hic nam dicta contraria: 

1. Triangulo quadratum definitur paginam 365. 

Ze Quadrato triangulum definitur (Theorema Pythagoris). 
Uterque neque propositiones falsificationis alterorum, neque 
principii contradictionis. Id falsificatum esset, si definitio theo- 
rematis Pythagoris ab homine definiatur. At problema est punk- 
tum duo in contradictionem ad principium contradictionis stat. 
Necesse est id dissolvi. EO necesse est firmari nos, utrum princi- 
pium contradictionis est falsificatum vel approbatum? Cum 
ambo non potest addi, tum non doctrina esset. Enim dictum om- 
nium: corvinorum omnia atra sunt, nulla falsificatio est dicti om- 
nium: corvinorum omnia albina sunt. Una falsificatio potis esset: 
corvinorum omnia sunt viridia. Enim essent ambo dicta omnium 
falsificata. Quia conditio falsificationis irrationalis est, extat ap- 
probabilis. Principium contradictionis est approbabile. Igitur 
doctrinabile est. APPROBATIO Principii contradictionis: Propo- 
sitio et negatio eius non possunt simule verae esse, quia diffe- 
rentia nulla extat. Essent omnia atra. 


471 Aristoteles, Metaphysica, own translation. 
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ater 
non ater 
Si omnia atra, nihil! 


Principium contradictionis est verum, quia potentia 
cognitionis cuiusquam solum instrumenta argumen- 
tationis data est. 


Hic argumentum circulare nulla non extat, quia assertio, ut prin- 
cipium contradictionis verum sit, solum adverbi causalitatis po- 
test adpugnari. Cum causalitate rogatur, tum solum cum causali- 
tate potest respondari. Quia principium contradictionis approba- 
tum est et definitio quadrati paginam 365 per experimentum 
paginam 367 absolutissime constat, dictum: Definitio therematis 
Pythagoris est impossibilis hominibus, non iam falsificatum et 
adpugnatum est. 


Definitio theorematis Pythagoris est impossibilis hominibus, 
quia: Definitione firmo, experto quadrati in pagina 365 et exis- 
tentia aequali theorematis Pythagoris offensum contra principi- 
um contradictionis valeat, ut propositio (definitio firma, experta 
quadrati) et negatio eius (existentia certa definitionis theorema- 
tis Pythagoris) simule verae esse non possint. 

Approbatione (Validitatione) principii contradictionis in pagina 
371 vel definitio firma, experta quadrati vel existentia certa defi- 
nitionis theorematis Pythagoris falsa est. Cum existentia definiti- 
onis theorematis Pythagoris non ambigi et, definitione firmo, ex- 
perto quadrati non creari possit, autem definitio theorematis Py- 
thagoris exstet, creare theoremam hoc quit essentia supernatura- 
lis, quae legibus logici superat. Ergo definitio theorematis Pytha- 
goris est impossibilis hominibus. 

Non habeo theoremam Pythagoris, non habeo rectum angulum 
et vice versa! 


DEFINITIO FIRMA Quadratum est eventus sum- 
mae duorum, isoscelium, rec- 


eval 


DEFINITIO CONTRADIC- |Theorema Pythagoris. 
TIO OPPOSITI 


APPROBATIO DEI COS- |Approbatione (Validitatione) 
MOLOGICUS principii contradictionis in 
pagina 371 vel definitio firma, 

experta quadrati vel existentia 

certa definitionis theorematis 

Pythagoris falsa est. Cum exis- 


tentia definitionis theorematis 
Pythagoris non ambigi et, defi- 
nitione firmo, experto quadrati 
non creari possit, autem defini- 
tio theorematis Pythagoris ex- 
stet, creare theoremam hoc 
quit essentia supernaturalis, 
quae legibus logici superat. 
Ergo definitio theorematis Py- 
thagoris est impossibilis homi- 
nibus. 


Table 26 
QUOD ERAT DEMONSTRANDUM! 
Cur Deus non intervenit? 
Constituite initium circuli! 


Image 57 


S12 


ue resultat: 


Praemissa I: Definitio quadrati. 
Praemissaa II: Principium contradictionis. 


Conclusio: Definitio theorematis Pythago- 
ris est impossibilis hominibus. 


Tabele27 


Definitio theorematis Pythago- 
ris non est possibilis homini- 
bus. 


Negatio propositionis: Definitio theorematis Pythago- 
ris est possibilis hominibus. 


Table 28 

Id est falsificatione propositionis negationem eius approbatum 
esse. Postremissimum excidit, quia principium iam approbatus 
sit. Si homines ignoratique idiotaeque ideologique, theologicae, 
advocati belli, scelerati et nebulones mundi hunc approbationem 
arbitrario opponunt, ii usque obligati sunt falsificationi. Ceterum 
non debet esse calculatio anguli recti theorema Pythagoris, quod 
per exaratus archeaologici nummi Babylonii patefacti sunt, quae 
theoremam accuratissime depingunt. Pythagores non definivit 
theoremam eius! 


Approbationes mathematicae et logicae fomilis propter contra- 
valitum non sunt vituperatae. 


Quoniam praemissa definitionis theorematis Pythagoris cnclusi- 
onem eius iam includunt, quaeque refutatio circularis est et igi- 
tur falsa. Nullus eventus sine praemisso - nulla theorema sine 
auctore! 


472 Contradictory opposites are summaries of existential quantifiers to refute 
them. 
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Praeterea non est theorema, sed definitio. Appellandum est defi- 
nitio Pythagoris neque theorema. Et definitio semper postulat 
auctorem, quia definitio = perfectum passivum et constructiones 
cum passivo monstrant semper ad auctorem. Etiam non possunt 
definitiones deprehendere, sed solum excogitare. Cum theorema 
Pythagoris non sit theorema, sed verum definitio, habet haec in- 
dubitanter auctorem. 


Invenire est concretum, patefacere abstractum. Cognoscatur hic 
sine lingua latina non posse intellegere. 
In demonstrationem caroli popperi resultat: 


Dictum omnis: Definitio theorematis Pythago- 
ris impossibilisest hominibus. 


Dictum existentium: Homo non extitit, qui potens 
est theorema Pythagoris defini- 
re. Per archaeologicam exca- 
vationes refutatus est Pythago- 
res auctor esse. 


Dictum basium: Non observatus sit adhuc 


homo haec definitio excogita- 
re, Si ante non construere qua- 
dratum per theoremam. 
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Table 29 

Sine definitionibus prioribus opponi possit theoremam Pythago- 
ris quoniam esse inventionem nullam et excogitationem, sed so- 
lum deprehensionem et ,,iam semper aderam‘. Correctus perfec- 
tus! Potest asseri, si logica recusari et Miinchhausen-Trilemma 
non ratus sit. Praeterea scirem perquam sicut existimationes tum 
quibus postulatur verum esse uti. Ita in sententia: Facio mund- 
um, sicut huic placet. Non sumus ad Pippi Langstrumpf, sed 
doctrinam agimus. Enim si Amazon librum reperias, tum depre- 
hendat inventiones et excogitationes alii. Id est deprehendi, quod 
ante per auctorem non inveniri et excogitari. Id est iterum theo- 
remam Pythagoris neque est inventio neque patefactio, sed exco- 
gitatio. Et haec indiget auctoris! Rattus potest exemplum solum 
ad deprehensiones. Potest domum aut pabulum aut scala depre- 
hendere, potest verum ipse nihil invenire et excogitare. 


Existimatores, speculatores coniurationis, adsertores formationis 
intellectae, dextra religiosa et cetera, quem falsificationem po- 
tentialem persuadere debetis, aspicient accuratissime argumenta- 
tionem suam. Praeterea problema plausibilitatis habetis, cum 
omnia, quod in annis postremis dixistis, mendacium apparet. Ul- 
tro respiciatis, cur alicui creadatur, sine argumentatione docibile 
asserit , exstent feminae cum pene et milia duo sexus atque Co- 
rona morbus periculosa sit, quia WHO dicit - ARBITRATUS! 
Usui correcto participii academiae honestiae impotenter aperi- 
unt. 


y Quis semel mentit, cui non creditur, etiam si dein- 
de veritatem dicat. “ 


Cetera approbatio Dei facilis est cogitare baccalaureatos hunc 
intellegere. Constat: Cum ineptia indocibili sua in devitate*” do- 
cibili gubernatis. Expedimentum forte! Enim Dominae et domini 
academiae berolino, francoforto, monaco: Ideologia est opposi- 


473 dev-itas - atis = offside. 
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tum consectarii et in dubio maioritatis rationalis pro logica sem- 
per decernit. 


Idne est metaphysica aut mathematica? 

Quaestio metaphysicae est: ,,Quod est fortuna, quod est amor, 
quod est mathematica? 

Igitur est quastio: ,,QQuod est punctum, linea, triangulum, meta- 
physica, quia hanc sine philosophia decerni potest contrarie. 
Contra sunt quastiones: ,,Estne I + I = II‘ aut, ne omnes numeri 
recti sunt dividui cum II, mathematicae. 


Hic notiones: Concretus, abstractus et corporalis attendere 
debetur. Corporalis = physica, enim elephantum aut quadrum 
inspicere physice queo; triangulum aut notionem amoris non. Ergo 
sunt etiam definitiones Euclidis eventus cogitationum metaphy- 
sicae et nihil mathematicae. 
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xX 
NEW ATOM MODEL 


X.I 
What does the proof of God mean for theoretical physics? At le- 
ast Heisenberg's uncertainty principle and Schréder's cat no lon- 
ger apply, because universal propositions always apply univer- 
sally. In addition, the refutation of the octet rule on p. 310 a new 
atomic model and a different arrangement of the bonding elec- 
trons. 


Octet Rule 
The octet rule describes an atom's preference for 
having eight electrons in its valence shell. 


Atoms with more or less than 8 valence electrons participate in 
chemical bonds to attain the octet. 
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The all theorem on p. 310 shows, that there cannot be eight ou- 
ter electrons*”’, but only 7.9. 0.9 electrons do not exist, so we are 
back to eight. However, in order to fulfill the octet rule, the elec- 
trons must not be equivalent to integers, but only to rational 
numbers: So not 1, but max 0.99 or better in common fractions 
like % or %. This would give us a total charge of 7.92 fore = 
0.99. That would be the maximum charge of the outer electrons 
of a noble gas. However, I don't like it, as the noble gases could 
well undergo some reactions here. I like 7.99 better, as it is 
much more likely to be (almost) reaction-neutral. It follows 
from the total charge of 7.99, that all electrons can of course no 
longer have the same charge. That would have been too easy. 


474 URL: https://sciencenotes.org/octet-rule-definition-examples-and- 


exceptions/ 
475 Electrum aligatius. 
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This means, that all eight outer electrons have completely diffe- 
rent charges.e 6 has a charge of 0.95,e B=1.12,e y =0.71 
etc., because if all electrons had exactly the same charge, this 
could be measured, as the ratio of the distance between them 
would always remain the same, e.g. 0.12 pm. If I were to try to 
measure now, this distance would inevitably increase according 
to Heisenberg's uncertainty principle, I would not be able to 
measure and my divine order of the atom would be ruined. In 
addition, the rotary impulse of the electron must also be conside- 
red, because this is also caused by the electron's intrinsic positi- 
on and all the rotary impulse of the eight outer electrons fertilize 
each other. As a result, the arrangement of the electrons in the 
atom-shell and on the valence shell is asymmetrical. Orderly 
chaos prevails in the shell as well as in the nucleus. 


Image 59 
"Yes, but that doesn't work in a circle." Absolutely correct, but 


an atom is not a circle, it is three-dimensional. Consequently, the 
theoretical possibility of calculation exists in this atomic model, 
because the charge of the individual electrons results in their ro- 
tary impulse ad invicem and, in turn, their final end position. 
The trick is to think of an atomic model from the end, i.e. not in- 
ductively but deductively as in Pythagoras' theorem (C? = a? + 
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b’). This means, that the pyramid of knowledge does not start 
with Thales and build on that, but with Einstein and then de- 
scends. 

Consequence of this model: Theoretically a higher mass defect! 


In our own account 


If you enjoyed the book, I would very much appreciate a 5 star 
rating. 
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XI 
FINAL WORD 


XLI 

The critics, opponents of the gender nonsense, representatives of 
intelligent design, non-left wings etc., who have to convince you 
of a possible falsification, will take a very close look at your ar- 
gumentation. Unfortunately, you also have a credibility problem, 
as everything you have said in recent years has turned out to be 
a lie. In addition, you should reflect on why we should believe 
someone, who actually claims, without any scientific argumen- 
tation, that there are women with penises and 2000 genders and 
that corona is a dangerous disease, because the WHO says so - 
arbitrariness. Even your great universities are powerless to use 
participles correctly. 


»lf you lie once, you won't be believed, even if you 
speak the truth.“ 


Incidentally, the proof of God is so simple, that even high school 
graduates can understand it. So you see: with your pseudoscien- 
tific nonsense, you have maneuvered yourself completely inde- 
pendently into the scientific offside. Quite an achievement! Be- 
cause, ladies and gentlemen of the universities of Berlin, Frank- 
furt and Munich: Ideological is the opposite of logical, and when 
in doubt, the rational majority always opts for logic. 


It therefore follows from the definition theory, that the proof of 
God is not provable in English, French, etc. 


Finally, some readers may wonder, whether this could be seen 
differently. This can be transferred to the research question of 
whether looking at the same object can lead to different results. 
Answer: No, because the consideration of the same object 
(ya8epa)*” cannot lead to different results, because all sciences 
(mathematics, physics, medicine, analytical philosophy, law...) 
work with the same method (logic). This means, that the physi- 


476 Mathema is ancient greek and means subject matter. 
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cist, philosopher, lawyer and locksmith must arrive at the same 
result for the same object (concept) using the same method. It 
is therefore not possible to take a different position on my defi- 
nitions, because one of the two positions is at least wrong. Since 
my position is proven by the reductio ad absurdum, all contrary 
positions are logically wrong! This also means, that all lawyers 
or even my readers cannot have a different definition of the term 
murder or man/woman and must therefore come to the same 
conclusion as me. Everything else, based on Karl Popper and lo- 
gic, is wrong! 

If the sciences deal with different subjects (e.g. horticulture) 
using different methods, then and only then can they arrive at 
different results. 
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